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ile , ' 
sicht lines of the section, and insert what I send 
to the Clerk's desk. This part of the section ties 
up these appropriations so very tight that our 
resurveys will be rendered almost useless unless 
my amendment is adopted. 

The amendment was then read, as follows: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
War, before expending any part of the money herein ap- 
propriated, shall, in such cases as he may think the public 
interests require, cause a reéxamination and resurvey of the 
public works hereby appropriated for, and he is hereby au- 
thorized to modify the present plan, if, in his opinion, the 
public interests will be materially benefited thereby, and the 
money appropriated by this act shall be so applied to com- 
plete or make the nearest approximation to completing the 
work for which each specific appropriation is made ; and it 
chall be the duty of the said Secretary, at the earliest prac- 
ticable time, to report to Congress the result of such resur 
vey, with the plan. 


Mr. HAVEN. In this case I propose to sub- 
atitute what has been read from the first eight 
lines of the second section of the bill. Now let 
me say a few words to the committee in support 
of this proposition. The second section, as it now 
stands, is in these words: that ‘‘ before expending 
any portion of the money hereby appropriated, 
the Secretary shall cause a thorough reéxamina- 
tion and resurvey,’’ &c. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. 
agree to the amendment. 

“Mr. HAVEN. As | understand my proposi- 
tion is agreeable to the committee, I will say no 
more about it. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. | have no objection. 

The question was taken on the amendment of 
Mr. Haven; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 


We will 


I have an 


amendment which I wish to offer at the end of || 
It is as || 


the second section, to follow right on. 
follows: 

And that it shall not be lawful hereafter to employ any 
commissioned, officer, in any capacity, of the United States 
Army, in the superintendence of any of the works herein 
named, so long as the said officer shall retain his commis- 
sion in the miiitary service. 

[Cries of ** Question!’’ ‘* Question !’’} 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I demand tellers on 
that amendment. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I offer the following 
amendment to the amendment: 

“ind be it further enacted, That the Secretary of War be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to withhold any or all of these 
appropriations, if, in his opinion, they are unconstitutional 
or inexpedient. ; 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 
whether it is in order now to oppose the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi (Mr. Barxspaue] has the floor. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. 
amendment which I have offered wou!d meet with 
favor from the friends of this bill. 
| The Administration and the War Department 
iave been frequently referred to during this dis- 

cussion, and the estimates of the War Depart- 
ment have been relied upon by gentlemen in favor 
of these appropriations. 
The inumation has been made, if it has not been 
directly asserted, that the Administration and the 


Secretary of War favored these appropriations. | 


My object in offering the amendment was to test 
the sincerity of gentlemen on this question. Ifthe 

believe the appropriations in this bill meet wit 

favor from that quarter, why not adopt theamend- 
ment | have proposed? I know, sir, and the coun- 
try knows, that the Secretary of War is opposed 
to this system of squandering the public money. 
His whole political life proves his devotion to 


the doctrine of a rigid construction of the Federal _ 
by offi- | 


Constitution. The estimates were made 
cers of the War Department, under the law; but 
the Secretary of War has nowhere recommended 
these appropriations to be made by Congress. 1 
have said that I believe | understand the posi- 
tion of the Secretary of War on this question 
and I think | know the position of the Adminis. 
tration, but I have no authority to do so, and do 
not undertake to speak for it here. The Presi- 


107 


I wish to inquire | 


I did not expect the | 
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ms of the bill, I desire to strike out the first } dent’s course, while he was a member of Con- 


gress, shows plainly what his opinions are; and 
if that does not, his annual message to Congress 
is sufficiently explicit to satisfy the most skep- 
tical, that whatever may be the views of gentle- 
men on this floor who are most boisterous in 
claiming to be Democrats of the strict construc- 
tion school, that the President, at least, finds no 
authority in the Constitution to carry on a system 
of internal improvements by the Federal Govern- 
| ment. 

I read the following extract from his message: 

“1 have omitted to ask your favorable consideration for 
the estimates of works of a local character in twenty-seven 
of the thirty-one States, amounting to $1,754,500, because, 
| independently of the grounds*which have so often been 


| urged against the application of the Federal revenue for 
works of this character, inequality with consequent injus 
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|| tice is inherent in the nature of the proposition, and be- > 


cause the plan has proved entirely inadequate to the ac 
complishment of the objects sought. 

“The subject of internal improvements, claiming alike 
the interest and good will of all, has, nevertheless, been the 
basis of much political discussion, and has stood as a deep 
graven line of division between statesmen of eminent 
ability and patriotism. The rule of strict construction of 
all powers delegated by the States to the General Govern 
ment bas arrayed itself, from time to time, against the rapid 
progress of expenditures from the National Treasury on 
| works of a local character within the States. Memorable 
| as an epoch in the history of this subject is the message of 


President Jackson, of the 27th of May, 1830, which met the | 


system of internal improvements in its comparative in- 
fancy ; but so rapid had been its growth, that the projected 
appropriations in that year for works of this character had 
risen to the alarming amount of more than $100,000,000. 
‘‘Tn that message the President admitted the difficulty of 
bringing back the operations of the Government to the con- 
struction of the Constitution set up in 1798, and marked it 
as an admonitory proof of the necessity of guarding that 
instrument with sleepless vigilance against the authority of 
precedents, which had not the sanction of its most plainly 
defined powers.”’ 
. * 


* * * . 


** If that can be regarded as a system, which, in the ex- 
| perience of more than thirty years, has at no time so com- 


manded the public judgment as to give it the character of | 


works of conceded importance, has been attended with an 
expenditure quite disproportionate to their value—and has 
resulted in squandering large sums upon objects which have 
answered no valuable purpose; the interests of all the 
States require it to be abandoned, unless hopes may be in 
dulged for the future which find no warrant in the past.” 


a settled policy—which, though it has produced some | 


Now, sir, I venture the prediction that if this | 


| bill should pass—and I regret to say that the indi- 
cations are that it unquestionably will—that the 
President will follow the example of Mr. Polk, 
and return it to the House with his veto upon it. 
And if he should, he will add another to the many 
evidences he has already given of hia determina- 
tion to preserve untarnished, during his Adminis- 
tration, the true principles of the Constitution. 


Democratic platform declares on this subject. Itis, 


General Government the power to commence and 
| carry on a general system of internal improve- 
| ments.”” 
| Mr. SEWARD, (interrupting.) Will the gen- 
| tleman allow me to ask him a question ’ 
| Mr. BARKSDALE. Certainly. 
Mr. SEWARD. 

support this system ? 

r. BARKSDALE. There aresomeslippery 
| Democrats, and some Whigs who have recently 


who advocate internal improvements by the Gen- 


adheres to the principles of the party cannot doit. 
And I contend that those who are supperens these 
appropriations are, to that extent, abandoning the 
|| colors of the Democratic party. 


|| ingrafted on the Democratic platform is, that the 
General Government has no power to carry on a 





| 
ill does not embrace a 
| improvements, I ask what bill can embrace such 
| a system? 
| throughout New England, lingers in the northern 
‘| and middle States, but ‘‘ growing small by degrees 
‘| and beautifully less,’’ as it hes the South, 
| it grants to the State of Mississippi the enormous 
sum of $5,500. It seems to me that this ie a 
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system of internal improvements in all its length, 
breadth, and amplitude. 

Mr. YATES, (interrupting.) 1 wish to know 
whether the gentleman speaks for himself, or for 
the whole Democratic party, when he says the 
Democratic party is opposed to internal improve- 
ments: 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I speak for myself; but 
I say that all who are Democrats, and stand upon 
the Democratic platform, are opposed to a system 
of internal improvements by the General Govern- 
ment. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 


Mr. SEWARD. I want the gentleman from 
Miesissippi, and the Democratic members of the 
House, to understand that I once belonged to the 
Whig party, and | am not ashamed of it, or of 
many of the principles which they advocated. 
For sufficient reasons, known to myself, I con- 
nected myself with the Democratic party; and 
whenever it becomes necessary, | will give the rea- 
sons why. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. 
allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. SEWARD. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to say, in refer- 
ence to the remark made by me to which thegen- 
tleman alludes, that we are very happy (q receive 
the gentleman from Georgia into the Democratic 
party. But we prefer that while he remains with 
us he would adhere to our platform. 

Mr. SEWARD. I should be thankful to the 


Will the gentleman 


| gentleman from Mississippi if he would state at 


least what is the platform of Democracy in the 
State of Mississippi; for | had supposed that, so 
far as the Democracy of that State were con- 
cerned, they were very unsettled in their opinions. 
eg ay I think the present Secretary of 

ar, in the estimation of a portion of the Demo- 
crats, piaced himself outside the Democratic party 
when he became a State-rights man. I had 
supposed that those who placed themselves upon 
the State-rights doctrine, assumed, to some ex- 
tent, the doctrines of nullification and secession. 
The State-rights party of the South have always 
held, to some extent, those doctrines, and have 
always been regarded by those who style them- 
selves National Democrats as unsound in doctrine, 
and as not stapding upon the Democratic plat- 
form. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Does not the gentleman 


|| recognize the Virginia and Kentucky resolutions 


But if I am. mistaken in this, | know what the | 


‘«that the Constitution does not confer upon the | 


Does the Democratic party | 


slided into the Democratic ranks also, [laughter,] | 


eral Government; but I hold that a Democrat who | 


'| New, sir, the principle which has ever been | 


eneral system of internal improvements. If this | 
neral system of interna! | 


It commences in Maine, extends | 


as sound Democratic doctrine? And were Mr. 
Jefferson and Mr. Madison, the authors of these 
resolutions, outside of the Democratic party? 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr.SEWARD. Well, sir, | have never yet 
been able to ascertain what the resolutions of 1798 
and 1799 meant. jeren laughter.) But I will ay 
to the gentleman from Mississippi, that if the ab- 
stract notions entertained by some gentiemen here 
from Virginia and Mississippi were to prevail, it 
would be impossible for Congress ever to carry 
out any practical or useful legislation at all. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I rise to a question 


of order. 

{Loud cries of ** No!’’ **No!”’ ** Let him go 
on!’’ 

Mr. SEWARD. I donot wanta point of order 


raised upon me here. I do not think I am out of 


| order. 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I insist upon m 
pointof order. I have no idea whether the amend- 
ment pendipg is germane to the bill or not; but | 
rise to inquire whether this discussion is germane 


‘either to the pending amendment or to the bil! 


itself? 

Several Mempenrs. 
him go on. 

Mr. SEWARD. Am | entitled to the floor’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman is entitled 
to the floor; but the Chair will first decide the 
question of order. The Chair has allowed a lati- 
tude of debate upon this question which he would 
not have done if a question of order had been 


It is germane enough; let 


|} raised. He’ has, however, indulged the gentle- 





1698 
man from Georgia, inasmuch as an attack seemed 
to have been made upon him. 

Mr. SEWARD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will 
endeavor to confine myself within the rules of 
order. 

Mr BARKSDALE. Will the gentleman al- 
low me to interrupt him? 

Mr.SEWARD. Not now. I want the gentle- 
man from Mississippi to define the exact limit of 
the constitutional power which is conferred upon 
Congress to enter into a general system of internal 
improvements, or a special system. I want the 

entleman to give me his definition. That is what 

want. Now, Mr. Chairman, let it be distinctly 
understood that | have no constitutional scruples 
upon this subject, and never hadany. ‘The power 
to make appropriations for works of internal im- | 
provements has been conceded by both parties, 
and the difference between them only exists as to 
the character and extent of those improvements, 
as to what is national and what is local. Hence 
there can be no well-defined limit of power. If 
the Constitution vests in Congress this power at 
all, which is admitted by both parties, the exact 
quantum of power is not defined by the Constitu- 
tion, and necessarily involves a discretion upon 
the part of Congress, the beginning and end of | 
which is difficult to determine in all cases, and can 
only be limited with certainty by some interdict 
of the Constitution, where its provisions would 
be violated, or the rights of the States and the 
people be infringed. Of course, in the time allowed 
me, i cannot present my views at length upor this 
subject. If these views are Democratic, then, to 
that extent, I stand upon the Democratic platform. 
Now [| will hear from the gentleman from Missis- 
H 


ippi. . 

Mr. BARKSDALE. If anything could satisfy 
me that the gentleman from Georgia has forgotten 
that he claims to be a Democrat now, and imagines 
himself still a Whig, it would be the declaration 
he has just made, that he does not understand the 
resolutions of ’98 and 99, [Laughter.} Demo- 
crats have no difficulty in understanding these 
resolutions. They are the very basis which up- 
holds the Democratic organization. 

Now, sir, in reply to the question of the gentle- 
man from Georgia, I will state that I do not pro- 
pose, at this time, to make the distinction between 

eneral and special improvements. I will say, 

owever, that the whole country has acquiesced 
in the policy of improvements, which are purely 


national in their character; such, for instance, as | 


the building of light-houses; constructing buoys, 
&c. Hence each bill must stand upon its own 
merits; but I find no improvements of that char- 
acter in this bill. {It bears upon its face the evi- 
dence that its object is to carry on a system of 
internal improvements in the States, which | 
regard as both unconstitutional and inexpedient 

Mr. SEWARD. Well, sir, I think I can show 
the gentleman that I have pretty good reason for 
making the declaration. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
r. SEWARD. I move to amend the amend- 
ment, 

The CHAIRMAN, No further amendments 
are in order. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
position to the pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must inform 
the gentleman that no further discussion is in 
order. 

Mr. SEWARD. I moveto amend theamend- 
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi, by adding 
the following: 


Provided, The President of the United States concur in || 


opinion with the Secretary of War. 

{Cries of ‘* Good!’ ** Good !’’] 

Mr, STANTON, of Kentucky. The amend- 
ment is not in order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair qustains the | 
uestion of order. 


ird degree, and cannot be received. 


The question was taken on Mr. Barxspa.e’s | 
amendment to the amendment; and it was re- || 


jected. 


The question recurred on Mr. Sranron’s | 
amendment. 


ment of the gentleman from Kentucky, by adding | 
the following: 


Provided, It does not increase the patronage of the Gov- 
ernment. 


I desire then to speak in op- || 


The amendment is in the | 


Mr. Chairman, I only desire to say that this 
whole matter was referred at the beginning of the | 
session to a special committee; that that commit- | 
tee has had the whole question under considera- 
tion; that majority iad minority reports have 
been submitted; that the majority have offered a 
bill to the House to carry out the views of their | 
report, and that all the questions are to come be- 
fore the House. Now, I would ask the commit- 
tee whether itis fair and just and proper to take 
any snap judgment like this on the action of the 
special committee? 

You appointed out of your own body a special 


| 
| 


_ dent of the United States to cause to be gy 


| purposes. 


committee for the purpose of taking charge of | 


this matter. That committee have examined into 
it, made a report, and all the evidence which they 
gathered will be before the House, and I now ask, 
when this report is to come before the House, and 
when a bill predicated upon it, and comprehend- 
ing this subject-matter, is to be before this body, 
whether you ought to foreclose and forestall the 
action of that committee which you appointed 
yourselves, by any line of action dehors the record? 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I desiretosay, 
in reply to my friend from South Carolina, that 
he labors under a great misapprehension in regard 
to this matter, although he is a member of this 
special committee; for we have made no report at 
all upon this subject. The report which the com- 
mittee made was upon the subject of armories. 
The House does not want information upon this 
subject. Here is a report, which I hold in my 
hands, made twelve years ago upon this very sub- 


| ject, demonstrating the necessity of the very change 


I propose. If the committee will give me their at- 
tention, | will read a small portion of it: 


*¢ Phe construction of all our public works, up to 1838, 
was confided to the engineer corps of the Army. [pn that | 
year (August 23) twelve of these works were transferred 
to the topographical corps. In 1839, (January 22,) fifty-five 
were also transferred ; and one, the Delaware breakwater, 
was transferred in June of that year. No appropriations 
of any consequence having been made for the prosecution 
of the public works since 1838, but little work has been 
done Or money expended on them since that period, or 


since they have been placed in charge of the Topographical 
Bureau. 


‘In what manner the administration of our public works | 


will hereafter be conducted, (if indeed any further progress 
in them be authorized by Congress,) by the corps to which 
they have been transferred, remains to be seen. 


‘If the same errors of calculation, want of economy, || 


delays, and mismanagement, which characterized the pro- 
ceedings of the old engineer corps, find place in the ad- 
ministration of the new, Congress should long hesitate 
before it consigned to its care any portion of the public | 


construction. 

*« With a view of enabling the House to judge of the 
propriety of making the suggested transfer to the engineer 
corps, the committee have prepared a statement of the 
estimates and expenditures of many of our public works. 
(Statement annexed, marked B.) 

This statement should be taken in connection with or 
as a supplement to a report of the Committee of Ways and | 
Means on the same subject. (See reports of committees | 
of the House, 1835-736, vol. 1, No. 297.) A comparison of | 
these estimates with the expenditures may suggest doubts | 


| whether light-houses or any other public works should || 
be committed to the guardianship of men who, however 


scientific, seem to have wanted judgment, tact, and just | 
notions of economy.”’ 
Mr. KEITT. I withdraw my amendment. 
The question then being on Mr. Stranron’s 
amendment, tellers were ordered; and Messrs. 
Hvuenes and CampsBeiy were appointed. | 
The question was taken; and the tellers re- | 


| ported—ayes 52, noes 80. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Ihaveanamend- 
ment which I wish to offer. It is a small matter, 
which I am satisfied the committee will vote in 
favor of without opposition. 

The amendment is as follows: 

nd provided, That all persons intrusted with the dis- | 
bursement of the funds appropriated for the works named 
in this»bill shall be required to give bond and ample security | 
for the faithful application of the same. 

[Cries of ** Right!”’ ** Right!’’] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAVEN. I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the bill to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


So the committee rose; and the Speaker having | 


| resumed the chair, the Chairman of the committee | 
| reported that the Committee of the Whole on the | 
Mr. KEITT. I move to amend the amend- |) 


state of the Union had, according to order, had | 
the Union generally under consideration, and par- | 
ticularly House bill No. 392, and had adopted | 
various amendments thereto, and had directed him | 


following titles: 


| in the State of Alabama, a port of deliver 


| and George T'errill, and their associates, 
. of way for a railroad through the reserved | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


——? 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENatp, 

A message was here received from tj 
by Aspury Dicks, Esq., their Secra Senate, 
forming the House that the Senate have na 2 
without amendment, 
lowing title: 

H. R. No. 338. An act to authorize the 


a bill of the House of the fo). 


Pregj. 
rVeyed 
DNesoty 
Od Of the 
for other 


the tract of land in the Territory of Mj 
belonging to the half-breeds or mixed blo 
Dacotah or Sioux nation of Indians, and 


Also, that the Senate had agreed to t 
ment of the House to the bill of the 
202) entitled: 

An act making further appropriations for th 
improvement of the Cape Fear river, North Me 
lina. 

Also, that the Senate have 


he amend. 
Senate (No, 


passed bills of the 


S. No. 138. An act authorizing the e 
of the Alexandria and Washington railr 
the District of Columbia; 

S. No. 425. An aet to constitute Tuse 


Xtension 
oad into 


umbia, 
VY; and 

T Strong 
the right 


S. No. 428. An act granting to Jaspe 


lands 


near the navy-yard, Pensacola, in the State of 


Florida. 
In which he was directed to ask the concyp. 


| rence of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 
Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 


| Bills, reported as correctly enrolled bills of the 


| following titles; which thereupon received the gi 


nature of the Speaker: . 
S. No. 404. An act to authorize the issue of , 


| register to the brig Amelia by the name of Abby 
| Frances; , 


S. No. 202. An act making further appropria- 


_tions for the improvement of Cape Fear river, 
| North Carolina; 


S. No. 343. An act to confirm the claim of 
William H. Henderson and the heirs .of Robert 


| Henderson to five hundred acres of land in the 


Bastrop grant; and 
S. No. 330. An act for the relief of Juan M. 


| Luco and José L. Luco. 


[A message was here received from the Presi- 


dent of the United States, by Sipwey Wessrra, 
works, and the vast expenditure of money attending their | 


his Private Secretary, transmitting to the House 


| a communication in writing. ]} 





RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
Mr. WENTWORTH. 


I have here a com- 


| munication from the Attorney General of the 


United States, which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 
and ask to have read. 

The Clerk then read a communication from the 
Attorney General in reference to the connection 
of the Sameguaias of the United States with the 
canal around the falls of the Ohio river at Louis- 


| ville, Kentucky. 


Mr. WENTWORTH. I move the previous 
question upon the engrossment of the river and 
harbor bill. 

«Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. 
the bill upon the table. 

Mr, WALSH. I move that the House do now 


I move to lay 


| adjourn. 


Mr. MURRAY. I demand tellers on tht 


| motion. 





| to report the bill and amendments to the House, |i—ayes 


Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the Hout 
refused to adjourn. . 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I would su 
gest to the gentleman from Louisiana that t 


_ withdraw his motion to lay the bill upon the thie 


until the demand for the previous question has 
been seconded. He can then renew it. 
_ Mr. PERKINS. I cannot withdraw the m0 
tion. 

Mr. LETCHER. I demand the yeas and nay 


"on the motion of the gentleman from Louisiar®. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. GROW. I move that the House do 10* 
adjourn. 
r. WALSH. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sous 
and WHEELER were appointed. nal 
The question was taken; and the tellers rep? 

» noes 87. 
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ouse do now 


srs. SOLLERS 


Hers reported 


So the House refused to adjourn. | allow me to have a bill disposed of, which has 
Mr. MORRISON. I move that there be a call || been returned from the House of Representatives, 
of the House; and on'that motion I demand the | with an amendment. It isa bill which passed | 
eas and nays. the Senate some four or five months ago, ‘‘making || 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. — further appropriation for the improvement of the 

The question was taken; and the motion was Cape Fear river, North Carolina.” 
disagreed to. rhe motion was agreed to. 
The question was then taken on Mr. Perxins’s The PRESIDENT. The amendment will be 
and it was decided in the negative—yeas | read. 
Mr. BADGER. I will state in a few words 
| what theamendment is. The bill, as it passed the 
Senate, appropriated $140,000 for continuing the 
improvement of the Cape Fear river, at or near 
its mouth. There was asecond section in the bill, 
which appropriated $60,000 to reimburse the citi- 
| zens of Wilmington for some moneys which they 
well, May, Mayall, Millson, Morrison, Murray, Orr, Packer, || had raised, and which they had put into the hands 
Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Phelps, Powell, Puryear, || of the officer in ch ft ont: for th 
Reese, Rowe, Ruffin, Shaw, Skelton, William R. Smith, || ete Charge ot the work, tor the purpose 
George W. Smyth, Richard H, Stanton, Vail, Walsh, and of continuing it, after a previous appropriation 
oe. ation Baie Bell, Bennett, Benson, Benton | Had ‘Seen ezpendes. : : 
ee as, Campbell, Conpentat, Caruthers, Chamberlain, es Congress eoarers in the river 
Chandler, Churchwell, Clark, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, || 2¢ Narbor bill, an appropriation for the purpose 
Cutting, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dick, Dickinson, Dis- | of removing the obstructions in the Cape Fear. 
ney, Eddy, Edgerton, mere oe | The next year no general bill upon the subject 
. ‘ng p, Gl . 
oe ae tee eslensWarviens, ilaven, hom | was passed, and the Senate made = amendment 
Hiester, Hilt, Howe, Hughes, Johnson, Kerr, Knox, Lind. || 60 the naval appropriation bill, appropriating a 
ley, Lindsley, McDougall, Macy, Middleswarth, Morgan, || further sum for continuing the work, which was | 
aii aaa meta Winabie’ lost in consequence of a disagreement between the 
Robbins, Rogers, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Seward, Sey || ‘WO Houses. The difficulty then presented to the 
mour, Shannon, Shower, Gerrit Smith, Sollers, Frederick || Citizens of Wilmington was this: the mouth of | 
P. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, | the river was filling up in consequence of some 
David one parte yin ee oe | jetties thrown out by the Government for the 
© uke, Walley, Ellive B. i untaents Israel Washburn, protection of Fort Caswell, which turning the 
Wells, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, || Current upon Bald Head, a sandy point opposite 
‘|| the fort, washed the sand into the channel. If 
the work were stopped, from the failure of the 


motion; 
57, nays 99; as follows: 

yEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Alten, Willis 
Allen, Barksdale, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Brooks, Caskie, Cobb, Colquitt, Craige, Jona G. Davis, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, John M. Elliott, Goode, Grow, 
Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, Hillyer, 
Houston, Daniel T. Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kittredge, 
Letcher, Lilly, MeCulloch, MeMullin, McQueen, Max- 


Yates, and Zollicoffer—99. 
So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 


table. appropriation, matters would not remain as they 
Mr. WALSH. I move that the House do || then were, to be resumed at that point when a 
now adjourn. |, further appropriation should be obtained; but, on 


The motion was disagreed to. 
The previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be put. 


| the contrary, things would, in the interval, grow 
| worse, the filling up go on, the channel become 
yet shallower, the work already done be entirely 
Mr. KEITT. I move that the House do now | lost, and consequently more money be required 
adjourn. for the removal of the obstructiun, in consequence 
Mr. WENTWORTH. I hope the friends of | of this interval in the prosecution of the work. 
the bill will remain here this evening until the bill Congress, then, having authorized the work— 
is passed, || Congress having assumed it as a public measure 
The question was taken, and the House refused || of importance to be accomplished by the United 
to adjourn; there being, ona division—ayes 68, || repo e «sonore having become exhaust- 
noes &]. | ed, and one House of Congress having made an 
The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the || appropriation for carrying on the work, and those 
House that the amendments reported from the improvements for the protection of the site of Fort | 
Committee of the Whole be read over, and the || Caswell, having been made by the Government, 
question taken in gross on all those upon which || and, therefore, the injury resulti 
a separate vote is not demanded? ‘| attributable to the action of the Government, the 


Mr. WALSH. No, sir; letus take a separate || citizens of Wilmington felt it was no intrusion of | 


vote upon each of them. 
First amendment: 


In the clause of the bill providing for the improvement 
of the Ohio river, including the repair of the Cuinberland 
dam, strike out ‘ $90,000,” and insert in lieu thereof 
** $190,000, $100,000 of said sum to be expended in the im- 
provement of the said river above the falls.”’ And that so 
soon as the President of the United States is notified by the 
board of president and directors of the Louisville and Port- 
land Canal Company that all of the capital stock of said 
company is owned by the United States, and that the said 
company is free from all debts and liabilities, then the Pres- 
ident of the United States shall be, and he is hereby, au- y 
thorized pnp to appoint the proper officers to take || officer of the Government in charge of the work; 
possession of said canal on the part of the United States i i J i 
and to take control of the canal and canal property afore. ant, oe oe an wo we coe, — sagt 
said, so that the same may not fall into decay or obstruct || ee ee ee to om oe applied by him, and 
navigation; and the expenses attending the custody and | under his direction. 
oe of said ee and eanal property shall be paid Under these circumstances, sir, I thought it was 

of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- || i f i 
ated, not exceeding the sum of $25,000 per cna 3 and || -_ veranenhe wp aah = = pee oe 
from and after the Ist day of January next, the navigation || I felt satisfied that the subject wanna fully under- 
of said canal shall be free from all tolls and charges what- | stood, and that the Government must ultimately 
soever. | see that, in the removal of an obstruction to a nav- 

Mr. LETCHER. I demand the yeas and nays || igable water of one of the States of the Union, 
on that amendment. which was caused 7 the act of the Government 

The yeas and nays were ordered. itself, it is rather hard, rather ungenerous, to 

Mr. KEITT. I move that the House do now | require thata small, but thriving and energetic 
adjourn, || community upon its banks, should contribute out 

he motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at of their own pockets a portion of the expense 
ten minutes past four o’clock, p.m.) the House || 

adjourned until to-morrow at eleven o’clock, a. m. | tion mainly caused by the Government itself. 
| I have an abiding confidence that when the mat- 
|| ter comes to be understood at another session, this 
1 act, small in itself, for the amount is not large, 
+ but having high claims of justice and propriety to 
|| sanction it, will meet with the approbation of Con- 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. || S88. In the mean time I hope the Senate will 
|| concur in the amendment which has been made 


CAPE FEAR RIVER. by the H f i 
Mr. BADGER. I will ask the Senate, before ' bill to een eae ere 


proceeding with the usual call for petitions, to || Mr.CASS. As there is no noise and confusion 


theirs, no attempt to entrap or engage the Gov- 


been highly blameable and presumptous in these 
citizens; but merely a fair and justifiable effort to 
preventan actual injury to the Severe as well 
as themselves, which would have resulted by a 
stoppage of a work already authorized and com- 
menced by Congress. Underthese circumstances, 
this sum of money was subscribed, and portions 
of it raised. It was not expended by the citizens 
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ng being mainly | 


ernment in the prosecution of it, which would have | 


or theiragents. It was placed in the hands of the | 
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necessary to remove the obstruction—an obstruc- | 


j 


upon this occasion, | shall certainly vote for the 
proposition. 

he amendment was concurred in. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr.SUMNER. lIhaveacommunication from 
Mr. Thomas, the agent of the United States for 
the prosecution of claims before the commission 
now in session in London, covering certain pa- 
vers, which I desire, for a moment, to explain. 
t seems that Messrs. Blyth & Greene, merchants 
in the island of Mauritius, and also in London, 
rendered important service to certain American 
passengers at that place, advancing considerable 
sums of money, for which they have never re- 
ceived any return. That service was the ground 
of a memorial, and a claim which they laid before 
the commission now in session in London, on the 
16th of the last month; but, according to the terms 
of the convention between the United States and 
Great Britain, the perfod for presenting euch 
claims expired on the 15th, the day before the 
claim was actually presented. Under these cir- 
cumstances, Mr. Thomas, the agent of the Uni- 
ted States at London, has done me the honor to 
inclose the papers to me, and-ask me to present 
them to Congress. I do that now; and | move 
their reference to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ROCKWELL presented the petition of 
Emory Washburn and six hundred other men, of 
Massachusetts, praying for the repeal of the act 
of 1850, known as the fugitive slave bill. 

He said that he was informed, by a letter 
from a gentleman of high character, and one of 
the petitioners, that the petitioners are most of 
them citizens of the city of Worcester; that the 
petitioners do not seek to nullify the provision of 
the Constitution in relation to fugitives from ser- 
vice, but they are determined that, so far as in 
them lies, the provision referred to shall not be 
carried out by legislation that violates the spirit, 
if not the letter, of various other provisions of the 
same Constitution, and which experience has now 
shown, is destructive of the peace and subversive 
of the rights of the citizens of the free States. 

He moved that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary; the and motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. SEWARD presented an additional docu- 
ment in relation to the claim of Myles T. Wool- 
ley; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, the petition of George Middleton, praying 
remuneration for services rendered during the war 
of 1812; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a petition of Whig citizens of Greenpoint, 
Long Island, praying the repeal of the fagitive 
slave law, and the restoration of the Missouri re- 
striction; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a memorial of Democratic citizens of 
Greenpointand Bushwick, New York, demanding 
the repeal of the fugitive slave law, and the res- 
toration of the Missouri restriction; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Rochester, New 
York, praying a reduction in the rates of ocean 
postage; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a petition of Charles Hubbs, praying a 
modification of the letter and newspaper postage 
of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Utica, New York, 
praying a reduction in the rates of ocean postage; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of students 
of the New Hampshire Conference Seminary in 
Northfield, New Hampshire, praying the repeal 
of the fugitive slave law. of 1850; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary 

Mr. TOUCEY presented the petition of Reuben 
Lord and others, owners of the fishing schooner 
Brothers, of New London, Connecticut, praying 
to be allowed fishing bounty; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHASE presented a petition of citizens of 
Sandusky City, Ohio, praying the purchase of a 
site, and the erection thereon, in that city, of a 
building for a custom-house and post office; which 

' was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
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Mr. HUNTER presented a letter of the Secre- 
tary of the ee: concerning the fees of dis- 
trict attorneys, and the propriety of an act to 
regulate the same; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. GWIN, it was 
Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw the 
and papers of Juan M. and José L. Luco. 


On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Lowa, it was 

Ordered, That Arthur Washburne have leave to with 
draw his petition and papers. 

On motion by Mr. ALLEN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of P. C. Miles, together with 
the adverse report of the Committee on Pensions thereon, 
be recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 


Claims, to whom was referred the memorial of 
Nancy D. Holker, of Virginia, by her agent, 
Holker Hughes, praying Congress ior the repay- 
ment of a sum of money loaned by her husband, 
John Holker, to Congress, during the revolu- 
tionary war, in continentalcurrency, at such rate 
as was then allowed for the said currency in gold 
or silver, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill for her relief; which was read and passed to 
a second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr, DODGE, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill from 
the House of Representatives, to graduate and re- 
duce the price of the public lands to actual settlers 
and cultivators, reported it back without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives to extend the right of preémption on 
unsurveyed lands in Minnesota, and for other 
purposes, reported it back without amendment. 

ealso, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill to reduce and graduate the price 
of the public lands, reported it back without 
amendment, and moved that it be laid on the 
table. The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, to whom was referred a bill for 
the relief of A. G. Penn, reported it back without 
amendment, together with a report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 


pcunion 


Mr. GEYER, from the Committee on the Judi- | 


ciary,to whom were referred the memorial of James 
M. Carlisle and Walter S. Cox, administrators, 
with the will annexed, of Cornelius P. Van Ness, 
deceased, praying there payment of money alleged 
to have been erroneously paid into the Treasury by 
the said Van Ness, while collector of the customs 
for the district of Vermont; and the petition of 
Madalena Van Ness, widow of Cornelius P. Van 
Ness, deceased, praying that whatever amount 
may be allowed on the claim of her late husband, 
C. P. Van Ness, deceased, may be paid to her, 
and not to the administrators, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill for the relief of Madalena 
Van Ness, widow of Cornelius P. Van Ness, 
deceased; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. ‘The report was ordered to be printed. 


NEW REGISTER. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom Was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives to change the name of 
the American-built brig Hallowell to that of James 
Rose, and to grant her a new register, reported it 
back without amendment, and asked for its imme- 
diate consideration, 

No objection being made, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill; and it was reported to the 
Senate without amendment, ordered to be read a 
third time, was read a third time, and passed. 


COMPENSATION OF EMPLOYEES. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I made a report, 
& day or two since, from the select committee on 
the organization of the officers of the Senate, ac- 
companied by resolutions fixing the salaries of 
those various officers, and classifying them as the 
committee had agreed upon. Since that re 
came in and was ordered to be printed, the House 
of Representatives have sent us a joint resolution 
affecting the salaries of the officers of both Houses, 
and I have, therefore, with the approbation of the 
committee, withdrawn the papers from the printer, 


THE 


| p cent of the money; but he does not deny havi 
_ drawn the certificate which was her property, an 
which has been retained from her for three years. | 


CONGRESSIONAL 
| with a view to accommodate the salaries which 
| we had proposed to give to this proposition of the 
House to increase them by twenty per cent.; and 
the committee authorize me now to ask the Senate 
to allow us to substitute resolutions, framed upon 


that basis, modifying the resolutions heretofore | 


ordered. I now offer them in the modified form. 
The order to print can stand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bricur 
in the chair.) Does the Senator ask for any 
action? 

Mr. MASON. I have no objection, of course, 
to the consideration of the resolutions now, unless 
some Senator desires to see the report printed. 

Several Senators. Let it be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolu- 
tions will lie over, and, with the report, be printed. 

Mr. BADGER. I think the Senate had better 
now take up the joint resolution of the House of 
Representatives, in respect to the pay of the offi- 
cers, and have it referred to the select committee 
from which we have just had a report. 

The joint resolution from the House to fix the 
compensation of the employees of the legislative 
department of the Government, and to prohibit 
the allowance of the usual extra compensation to 
such as receive the benefits hereof, was accord- 
ingly taken up, and referred to the select commit- 
tee. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. HAMLIN. 


pendium of the Census to be printed for the use of 
the Senate. 
the vote by which that resolution was adopted, for 
the purpose of affording the Senator from South 
Carolina (Mr. Butier] an opportunity of offering 
an amendment. It is very desirable that that res- 
olution should be disposed of. The Senator from 
South Carolina, I understand, is ready to suggest 
his amendment. I ask the Senate to consider it 
now. It will take but a moment. 

At the request of some Senators, Mr Hamuin 


withdrew his motion to allow the presentation of | 


a petition, which having been done, he renewed 
the motion 


Mr. HOUSTON. 


I perceive that this morning 


two pamphlets have been laid upon the desks of || 


Senators 


Mr. HAMLIN. 1 believe my motion is pend- 


ing. 
Are, HOUSTON, I will occupy but a moment. | 


I am not going to make a speech. Two pam- 
phlets have been laid upon my seein, cel I presume 
they have been laid upon the desks of other Sen- 
ators. One of them isa letter addressed to my- 
self, as Senator from Texas. It appears to be 
signed by a Mr. E. W. Moore. I will potas into 
a review of the pamphlets, or either of them, at 
this time; but that one single fact may be under- 
stood, as it is of very recent occurrence, I will 
read it. I see he says, in reference to the power 
of attorney which he drew up for Mrs. Nancy 
Wilber from the treasury of Texas: 


“«T have never received one cent of the money due the 
widow of D. C. Wilber. The first power of attorney was 


informal ; on presenting the second one, the auditor wrote | 


me the following: 

*** Raymond (the treasurer) thinks the power of attorney 
from Mrs. Wilber will be sufficient to draw her husband’s 
pay, if you will accompany it with the proof that she is the 
widow of Wilber. 


“¢ Yours truly, JOHN M. SWISHER.’ ” 


This, sir, was done to avert the calamity to 


her, and to prevent her being swindled out of the 
money. 


of May, 1851, hedrew a certificate for $684 93. 
That was three years ago. 
in person for the certificate, as she represents to 
me. She wrote to him twice. In 1852, after 
receiving this certificate, he wrote for a second 
power of attorney; and, whether presented or not, 
he drew the certificate under the first power of 
attorney. She has recently been here, yet he has 
held or retained that certificate to which she was 
entitled, for the amount I have specified, for three 


' difficulites. 
These are the facts: He says he has not drawn | 


GLOB 


‘| Sir, she is the widow of 


It will be recollected by the 
Senate, that a long time since, a resolution was | 
passed ordering an additional number of the Com- | 


The motion was made to reconsider | 


In the year 1848 she “gave a power of | 
attorney to E. W. Moore, upon which, on the 2d |! 


She applied to him | 


i et a 
i - . . * . a llant an 
_ ceived injuries in Texas in Sleeeds chee a 
expedition to Yucatan—injuries so deen eon 
| lingered, and under the influence of them ‘i he 
after having depended on her industry to gy - 
him whilst life lasted. He passed to the -_ 
She has had the calamities and bereavem, ose 
widowhood upon her, and an orphan boy ee 
tain in a state which appeals to humanity laa 
| not think that there was avarice greedy enou h : 
profligacy so wanton as to deprive a wider te 
orphan of their ar mite. I leave it here an 
| the present; Saturday is my day always. 


COMPENDIUM OF THE CENsvs, 


Mr. Hamuin’s motion was agreed to: 
| Senate accordingly proceeded to consider 
tion submitted by Mr. Mason, on Tuesd 
17th of January, to reconsider the vote by whic 
‘| on that day the resolution, reported from the 
_ Committee on Printing, to print fifty thousand 
copies of a Compendium of the Seventh Censys 
_ to be arranged by the Superintendent of the (eq) 
| sus, was adopted, as amended. 
‘The motion to reconsider was agreed to, 
The resolution, as adopted, was: 
Resolved, That there be printed for the use o 
| ate, fifty thousand copies of a Compendium of 1 
; Census, to be arranged by the Superintendent of the Cen 
sus, embracing the population by towns and counties. the 
ratio tables of population; tables of nativities births 
marriages, and deaths; of the deaf, dumb, blind, insane’ 
and idiotic ; of schools and colleges; of aggregates of oc. 
| cupations; of churches ; of newspapers and libraries - and 
of agricultural products ; with illustrative notes ang com 
parative tables: Provided, The said Compendium shall je 
printed in royal octavo form, and not exceed four hundres 
| pages.” : 


Mr. BUTLER. I move to amend the regoly. 
tion by inserting after the words ‘ agricultura! 
products,’’ the words: P 


And also a table showing the numbers of acres of Jang 
in cultivation in each of the principle staple produ: tions of 
| the soi!, and the aggregate numbers of acres in cultivatioy 

in each of the States and Territories of the United States, 


and the 
the mo- 
ay, the 


f the Sep. 
he Seventh 


That, I understand, will! be acceptable to the 
Senator who reported the resolution. And, Mr, 
President, I desire to make this remark. It has 
| been always my wish to ascertain the number of 
| acres in cultivation, and, of course, theaggregate 
| products from them. In order to gbtain that, | 
| understand, a table, something like what I hold in 

my hand, will, perhaps, take up one page; that is, 

there will be one column showing how much cotton 
| is made in Louisiana; how much tobacco in Vir. 

ginia; and how much rice in South Carolina; and 
| showing, further, how much is made on every 
| acre; and ultimately carried out, it will show how 
| much arable land there is in cultivation, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to inquire of the hon- 
orable Senator whether he has made any calcula- 
tion by which we can know how many copiesre 

| to be allowed to each Senator, that is to say, to 
each State. I think that compendium will be very 
desirable, as there is a very great deficiency in the 
| number of the copies of the census. We hare 
| not had enough of them to supply the demand 
| But I wish the honorable Senator who introduced 
the ainendment would propose one further table, 
| and that would be a relative one, showing the 
| statistics, as far as they can be shown, of the 
| decimal census from the beginning, when the 
census, as taken heretofore, has given us such 
matters for comparison. That would give ws 
the comparative results at different periods. |! 
would make it very desirable if that could be added 
to it. The value of statistics depends altogether 
| on the comparison of them with the statistics 0! 
| other countries and of other times. 
| Mr. HAMLIN. Perhaps this work does ne! 
|| embrace every thing that every Senator would de 
| sire; very probably it does not. I can only 8 
| that the committee to which the subject was '* 
|| ferred, after carefully conferring with the supe 
| intendent, Mr. De Bow, came to the conclusiot 
| that this was the best work that could be prepart¢ 


| within the limits named. The very point, how: 
ntl | ever, to which the Senator calls my attention,' 
years. He writes to her jatierly, that with much | 


of his money tied up at Austin, he has many | 


| think is provided for in the resolution. It does 


| provide for comparative tables. 

I desire only further to say, that the amendmet 
| which the Senator from South Carolina has of 
fered, I think was embraced in the resolution * 
it was originally reported; but to make it abse- 
lately certain, to leave it without doubt, the Sen- 
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(854. 
pe ee offered the amendment. [t therefore will 
embrace no more than it would have done, if the 


resolution pass as it now is, as I hope it may. 
The resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. McKean, announcing 
that they had passed a bill making provision for 
the postal service in the State of California and 
othe Territories of Oregon and Washington, in 
which they requested the concurrence of the 


Senate. 
(The bill was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.) 
" Algo, that they had passed Senate bill for the 
relief of Juan M. Luco and José L. Luco; and 
Senate bill to authorize the issue of a rcgister to 
the brig Amelia, by the name of Abby Frances; 
and Senate bill to incorporate the Georgetown 
Gas-Light Company, with an amendment. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution to correct 
a clerical error in an act approved June 22, 1854, 
to authorize a register to be issued to the steamer 
El Paraguay, by a new name, 

‘ An act to provide for the construction of a mil- 
itary road in the Territory of Utah; 

An act to provide for the continuation of the 
military road from Myrtle Creek to Scottsburg, 
in Oregon; 

An act for the payment of the civil officers em- 
ployed in the Territory of New Mexico, while 
under military government; 

An act to authorize the Secretary of War to 
settle and adjust the expenses of the Rogue River 
Indian war; 

An act to refund to the Territory of Utah the 
expenses incurred by said Territory'in suppress- 


ing Indian hostilities; | 


An act for the construction of certain military | 
roads and wells in the Territory of New Mexico; 


An act for the relief of Samuel W. Brady; | 


Joint resolution explanatory of the second sec- 
tion of a resolution ‘*to establish certain post 
routes,’ approved July 12, 1852; 


| sixty feet. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| Mr. BAYARD. If I yielded the floor for the || pora 


purpose of permitting that bill to pass, | should 
not be sure of getting it again. | would yield 
with pleasure, but I wish to have the action of the 
Senate upon the bill that I propose to take up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator withdraw his motion? 

Mr. BAYARD. I cannot do it. 

Mr. SLIDELL. It cannot occupy a moment 
to pass the bill reported by my colleague. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Delaware refuses to withdraw his motion. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Mr. Bayarp’s motion was agreed to; and 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill to authorize 
the extension and completion of the Treasury 
building, and also the construction of a building 
for the War, Navy, and Interior Departments. 


of this bill must be obvious to every Senator who 
has turned his attention to it. 
archives of the United States, in the State De- 
partment, are really in a state of insecurity, and 
the mere statement of the case shows that the pas- 
sage of this bili is necessary. The public business 
imperatively requires the construction of new 
buildings for the Departments, to accommodate 


the officers belonging to those Departments, and || 


to afford places of security for the archives of the 
Government. The plan is laid down in the bill 
with sufficient definitiveness to secure an adher- 
ence to the general structure proposed. The mere 
details, of course, are left to the Executive discre- 
tion, because it would be impossible, in the con- 
struction of such a building, to put in the bill every 
detail. 

By the proposed plan the present ‘Treasury build- 


| ing will become quadrangular. The additions will | 


cover a space of flooring of one hundred and two 
thousand two hundred feet, while the present one 
occupies only forty-four thousand five hundred and 
The number of rooms Will be two hun- 
dred and two additional to the one hundred and 
fifty-two in the present building. The cost of the 
present building was $650,000; the cost of the ad- 
dition will be $1,250,000. The same order of archi- 


; out o 


eXamination does it need? 


| of them 1s calculated to accomo 
Mr. BAYARD. The necessity forthe passage 


The records and || 
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ry building, (which the leesor can turn you 
é) at $30,000 a year. In the State Depart- 
ment the records of the country are notoriously in 
insecurity. In the loft it is jammed up with docu- 
ments unto the roof. They do not know what 
documents are there. And this is the state of 





| things in acountry where you have an overflowing 
|| Treasury, where there ic no constitutional question 
| involved; and yet, when this is broughtup it muat 


NV hat further 
It is one in which 
there are no local interest to gratify. It is oneon 
which no member of the committee could be biased 
by anything excepta sense of public duty in the 
recommendation of an appropriation, 

The buildings have been designed with great 


be postponed. On what grounds? 


| care, after consultation with the officers and per- 


sons employed in the different a One 

ate the Laterior 
Department, which is now in an outside building, 
as Well as the War and Navy. It is intended to 
concentrate them, and to put the Treasury and 
State Departments in the other, giving a perfect 
accommodation to all the great Departments of the 
Government. 1 submit that this bill, though it 


| may not certainly appeal to public prejudice, though 
| it m@y not make as much political capital as some 


others, is really one due to the public for the pur- 
pose of preserving the records of the country. And 
if you delay this matter to a subsequent ume, and 
it should so happen, as has happened in other of 
the buildings, and particularly i Wie Siaie Depart- 
ment should be destroyed by fire, the gentleman 


| who proposes the delay will find it difficult to an- 


Swer iv his constituents for the results of such a 
proposition, 
Mr. SEWARD. 


The only question I had 


| about this bill was, whether it would be adequate 


for the uses proposed. I perceive, from the state- 


| ment of the Senator from Delaware, that itis, I 


was desirous to know whether there was a pro- 
vision in the Treasury Department for the Coast 
Survey. I perceive from the proposed propor- 


| tions of the building, that it will accomplish that 


purpose. In that case we shall have the ability 
to withdraw ourselves altogether, after the build- 
ings are completed, from the hiring and renting of 


tain that, | ’ ms i i || insufficient structures at the cost which we pa 
hat I holdin An act for the relief of George W. Gibson; | Eiilding’ as that on which it was originally eon. | for thera, and which are in an imperfect state at 
age: that is An act for the relief of Cornelius H. Latham; l| structed ‘The effect will be. as retards ‘the en- || that. 
much cotton yaw ae the relief of A. B, Roman, of Lou- largement, to give ample accommodation both to The honorable Senator has offered — argu- 
acco in Vir- ; ; aii, : i+ || ments in favor of this bill, especially the argument 
aroling; and An actto provide a pension for Sergeant G. W. || {in aftord security. for the preservation of the | of the necessity of having fire-proof buildings for 
Je on every Torrence; which were thereupon signed by the || publie records and archives. | the preservation of the immensely valuable papers 
| show how President pro tempore. | The other building contemplated, in place of || Which are deposited in all the Departments. He 
n, A. G. PENN. | the War and Navy Departments, is also essential, | has very truly said that if, by all this delay, a fire 
Mr. BAYARD. | ask the Senate now to take | and will, in its construction, give room for the In- | should break out within one of these Depart- 
of the hon- up the bill to authorize the extension and comple- || terior Department, which is now obliged to locate | ments, the loss might be more than the cost of 
ny calcula. tion of the Treasury building, and also the con- || elsewhere in temporary buildings. The whole the entire construction. — 
YY copies are struction of a building for the War, Navy, and || cost of both structures will be, for the addition Sir, | think we may illustrate that remark by 
: to say, to Interior Departments. It is absolutely necessary | and enlargement of the Treasury Department, | St#ting that there can be no doubt that the private 
will be very that action should be had upon it. $1,250,000, and for the new building for the War and public losses and misfortunes which have 
‘iency in the _ Mr. BROWN. 1 will ask the Senator whether | and Navy and Interior Departments, $1,750,000, been sustained heretofore, from accidents of that 
We have it is likely to lead to debate? I want to go on || making in all $3,000,000. The present bill con- kind in our public buildings, have been equal to 
he demand with the homestead bill. templates an appropriation of $600,000 as the | all the cost which is proposed for these new struc- 
) introduced Mr. BAYARD. I do not know that it will. 1 || amount which can be used advantageously during | ‘ures. he public buildings are necessarily ex- 
rther table, think it will not, the current fiscal year. { have the plans here, posed to accidents from fire. And, after all, they 
howing the Mr. CLAY. One o'clock is the hour fixed for || and if Senators desire to examine them they can | re not guarded with the same care by watchmen 
»wn, of the the homestead bill. '|doso. They are approved by the public archi- || 9% private property 1s guarded, So it has hap- 
, when the Mr. BROWN. I ask the Senator whether he || tect, and by the officers occupying these build- pened that, within the space of twenty years, not 
en us such will consent to let it go over if it leads to debate? || ings. The buildings which we have now, in my only the Treasury Department has been burnt, 
Id give us Mr. BAYARD. Certainly, I wil!,attheend of || opinion, area disgrace to the country. It isa but also the Patent Office. Having had some 
eriods. It the morning hour. '| disgrace to the country that the public records |, little experience heretofore in the examination of 
Id be added Mr. BE? JAMIN. I ask the Senator from | should be kept in insecurity, as they are in the |, q¥estions arising under the patent laws, I have 
s altogether Delaware to withdraw his motion, to permit me | present buildings, with the exception, perhaps, of had occasion to learn that great losses have re- 
statistics of to make a report. the Treasury Department. || sulted from,and in many instances great injustice 
Mr. BAYARD. I withdraw it for that pur- Mr. ADAMS. This bill proposes to expend || has been done to persons, because their patents 
k does net pose. $3,000,000, and it is most evident that we shall || were destroyed by the burning of that office. I 
r would de- Mr. BENJAMIN. I am directed by the Com- | not have time, at this session, to investigate the || think, if we compare the whole expense of this 
n only say mittee on Private Land Claims, to which was | subject as the importance of the expenditure seems | structure with the damage which has resulted from 
ect was It referred a bill for the relief of A. G. Penn, to | to demand; I therefore move to postpone its fur--|| the burning of the Patent Office, it is evident that 
the super report it back with an amendment, and with a | ther consideration until the second Monday in |, this will be a saving to the country. 1 hepe, 
conclusion recommendation that it pass. I ask that the report || December. It cannot long delay the commence- | therefore, the bill will pass. Ne 
be prepared may be printed. | ment of the work, and it will give an opportunity Mr. ADAMS. i have no disposition to throw 
point, how: he report was ordered to be printed. _ to Congress to investigate the expenditure more | @"y difficulty in the way of any necessary 
attention, | Mr. SLIDELL. I suggest to my colleague || thoro hly. | work for the benefit of the Government. The 
n. It does whether that bill had not better be put upon its || Mr. BAYARD. 1 hope that. motion will not | Senator from Delaware says that there is no 
passage now. There can be no objection to it || prevail. The bill has been reported for a very | particular Buncombe in this, although it is a very 
amendment at all. || long time. Therecan be no doubt that there isan | Meritorious question. L am not conscious, sir, 
ina has of- Mr. BENJAMIN. The Senator from Dela- || actual necessity for the construction of the build- | of having supported any measure in this body on 
solution as ware has a motion-before the body. |ings. There is not a session of Congress at | account of its being what is known as a Buncombe 
ke it abso- Mr. SLIDELL. I know that he has, but I i which you are not called upon to rent buildings. | proposition. 
t, the Sen hope he will allo this bill to be put upon its | At this present sessian you have been obliged to Mr. BAYARD. I did not mean to make any 


passage. 


| pay a large sum for the purpose of rentinga tem- | such imputation on the Senator. 
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Mr. ADAMS. Then I have nothing to say. 
My only reason for moving the postponementwas, 
that I felt confident it would be impossible, if the 
bil] were sent to the House of Representatives, to 
pass it through that body at this session. I 
thought that by the postponement which I pro- 
posed, more time would be given to investigate 
the character of the expenditure. If I had 
thought there was a probability of its passing 
through the other House at this session, | should 
not have made the motion. If it is the wish of 
the Senate to pass the bilt, I have no disposition 
to throw difficulties in the way; still I should like 
io have the sense of the Senate, whether they 
will postpone it or not. 

Mr. CHASE. [am not prepared to vote for 
the bill in its present shape. I acquiesce very 
cheerfully in the validity of the reasons assigned 
by the Senator from Delaware, and the Senator 
from New York, in respect to the construction of 
a building for the accommodation of the Treasury 
and State Departments. The reasons assigned in 
reletion to the records, apply chiefly to that build- 
ing. The very extensive structures now going on 
in this city—the enlargement of the Capitol, the 
building of the west wing of the Patent Office, and 
the construction of the addition to the Treasury 
Department—will invBlve a very large annual ex- 
penditure; and it strikes me that, until we see the 
end of that, we had better postpone the construc- 
tion of further building for the accommodation of 
other Departments. lam not prepared to say that 
on further consideration I shall not withdraw even 
this objection; but as it is now the hour of taking 
up the special order, I move the postponement of 
this bill until to-morrow. 

Mr. BAYARD. 
the Senate desire it. The postponement until next 
session would necessarily tend to defeat the bill; 
because, as to the action of the House, it is more 


probable that it would pass if we sent it over at | 


this session, than if we sent it at the next session. 
As to the 
honorable Senator from Ohio desires to discuss it, 
I can have no objection to its postponement until 
half past twelve o’clock. 


Mr. ADAMS. To obviate any difficulty, I | 


withdraw my motion. 
Mr. Cuase’s motion was agreed to. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 

On motion by Mr. WALKER, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the House bill ‘* to grant a homestead 
of one hundred and sixty acres of the public 


I have no objection to that, if | 


ostponement until to-morrow, if the | 


lands to: actual settlers,’’ the pending question | 


being on the amendment of Mr. Crayron, to 
strike out the sixth section, which is in the follow- 
ing words: 


*“« Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That if any individ 
wal now a resident of any one of the States or Territories, 
and not a citizen of the United States, but at the time of 
making such acquisition for the benefit of this act, shall 
have filed a declaration of intention as required by the nat- 
vralization laws of the United States, and shall become a 
eitizen of the same before the issuance of the patent, as 


made and provided for in this act, shall be placed upon an | 


equal footing with the native born citizen of the United 
States.” 


—and insert 


Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That any mechanic 


or other citizen of the United States, of full age, engaged 


in and accustomed te any business, trade, or calling, other | 


than the cultivation of land, shall, in consideration of his 


inability to comply with the conditions of this act, by reason | 
of his want of knowledge, skill, or experience in such culti- | 
vation of land, be entitled to receive in lieu of one hundred | 
and sixty acres of land as herein provided, the sum of $160 | 


to be paid to him out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. ° 


Mr. Apams having called for a division of the || The people are the cestuis que trust—the benefici- 


amendment, the question is first to be taken on the 
motion to strike out. 
Mr. ADAMS. I called for a division of the 
uestion, with a view of first taking the sense of 
the Senate upon striking out the section. My 
reason for that was this: if there be any propriety 
in disposing of the public lands without any con- 
sideration, it seems to me to arise from the fact 
that the public lands have been purchased and 
paid for by the common blood and treasure of the 
country; and in disposing of them, in giving them 
away, if they should be given on the principle of 
this bill, as | understand it is intended, it should 
be to the most necessitous portion of those who 
have paid the taxes and contributed to the acqui- 
sition of the territory. ‘The striking out of the 


| 


} 


in the several States | regarded as a reasonable 
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sixth section excludes those who have had no | 
participation in the acquisition of the territory, | 
who have paid no taxes, who have not defended | 
the country, and who have had no interest in the |, 
Goverment. 

Upon what principle, 1 ask, sir, do you tax |! 
those who have been here, native-born and adopted | 
citizens, for the benefit of those who may come | 
hereafter? It is upon the principle which | have | 
stated, if there be any justice in it, that the bill | 
should rest. I do not believe that it is just. But | 
1 beg leave to call the attention of Senators to the | 
fact, that it is the first effort towards agrarian- | 
ism. If, withoutany consideration, without any | 
public service, or without any pretext, you may || 
take from the public Treasury either a portion of 
the public property or the public money by your 
legislation, legislating it out of the pocket of one | 
into that of another, there is no limit to your | 
power. Mark me, this is only an entering wedge, | 
and we shall have other and different propo- 
sitions presented until it comes to making men | 
equal in this country. Disguise it as you will, it |) 
is the commencement of a division of the prop- | 
erty, and the making of all equal. If Senators 
are prepared for this step, | have nothing to say; 
but as much as has been said with reference to the | 
rights of foreigners, Ll only desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the distinction that, if you 
confine the proposition to those who have con- 
tributed towards the acquisition of the territory, 
there seems to be some principle in giving it to the 
most necessitous portion; but to give it to those 
who have had no participation whatever in it, is 
so palpably unjust that it seems to me the whole 
country would be opposed to it. 

Mr. CHASE. I desire to submit a remark or 
two, and then to offer an amendment, with the 
view of perfecting the sixth section, before the 
motion to strike out shall be taken, I do it at 
this time, because if the motion to strike out shall 
not prevail, and the section is retained, no motion 
will afterwarde be in order to amend it until the 
bill is reported to the Senate. 

I cannot agree with the Senator from lowa, 
[Mr. Dopge,} that all amendments are inexpe- 
dient. I am, on the contrary, in favor of reason- 
ableand properamendments. Such amendments 
will not endanger the final passage of the bill. 1 
have no doubt that the House will cheerfully agree 
to such amendments as commend themselves, by 
their obvious propriety, to its approbation. But, 
sir, if it should be saedaedan aa beneficial amend- 
ments made here shall be rejected in the House, 
it would be quite in the power of this body to 
recede, and thus save the bill. 

It may not be the pleasure of the Senate to amend 
the billatall. In that case I shall still vote for 
it, not as a perfect measure, butas one commended 
by considerations of humanity and policy, of 
sound expediency and liberal justice. I shall pro- 
pose no amendment, therefore, with any unfriendly | 
purpose towards the bill, I do not regard it as per- 
fect—far from it. I do not know that any Senator 
entirely approves it. But if I can get no better 
bill, I shall vote for this; because it carries out, 
to acertain extent, that great principle of public | 
policy first announced in this Chamber, perhaps, 
by the late Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Webster,] to whom the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. Cass] referred yesterday, but which found its 
first practical, zealous, and persevering advocate 
upon this floor, in the Senator from Wisconsin. 
Of that policy [ heartily approve. When first an- 
nounced, I declared my adhesion to it. I persevere in 
it to-day. I regard the public Jands as the esTATE 
OF THE PEOPLE, and Congress merely as a trustee. 





aries of this estate,and the whole duty of Con- 
gress is performed by such a disposal of the lands 
or the benefit of the people as an upright dis- 
charge of the trust requires. To devote a portion 
of these lands for the benefit of the indigent insane 


exercise of the trust power vested in Congress b 
the Constitution. I therefore voted for the bill 


that immigrants from other lands oy 


| arrive hereafter. 


| act. ' 
| might, and thosé who wight not, exercise the right 





making provision for that unfortunate class. I 


| regard the grant of limited portions of these lands 
| to actual settlers as a wise and beneficent exercise 


of the same trust power. 
for this bill. 

And now, sir, [ wish to say a few words in 
reply to the observation which fell from the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, [Mr. Apams.] He says 


I shall therefore vote 
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share the benefits of this measure. = * to 
rendered no services, he alleges, to the -_ ave 
and therefore have no claim upon the ots 
the Government. There would be force ini 
argument if these grants could be regarded _ us 
wards for services performed; but then ion re. 
ment would exelude from the benefits of the En 
all, whether natives or foreigners, who hearin ull 
rendered actual services to the public. The 
proposes no grants vpon considerations of - 
nature; the argument, therefore, if good at all, j 
good against the whole bill. But it is not valia 18 
all. These grants are not rewards for ger 
rendered; they form part of a system of disposin 
of the public land. They are for the benefit of y), 
whole people represented by the Government S 
well as for the individual grantees. The publig 
lands may be regarded, under one point of 
as a vast quantity of unemployed machinery in 
the possession of a great capitalist. It is capable 
of producing enormous wealth, but is idle ang 
unproductive for want of hands to work it, |; 
the business of a wise capitalist to bring his ma. 


d at 
Vices 


view, 


_chinery into use. It is the part of a wise Govern. 


ment to bring the public domain into cultiy 


l ati 
to develop its hidden wealth, and add its tre. re 


aSureg 


to the general resources of the country, Every 


settler upon the public lands, under the provisions 


| of this act, in the course of the five years which 
| must elapse before he can obtain a patent, will 
| more than pay for the land he occupies in the shape 
| of duties upon goods consumed, or by the contri. 


butions which his labors furnish to the wealth and 


| strength of the country. 


And now, sir, if these public benefits constitutes 
valid reason for these grants to actual settlers, that 


| reason applies as strongly to immigrants coming 
| into the countr 
| does to thuse already here. There is no substan. 


after the passage of the act, as it 


tial reason which commends itself to the judg. 


| ment of a statesman for any such diserimination, 
| There is a sound and sufficient ground of distine. 
| tion between citizens in fact or in intention, and 
|| aliens who do not design to become citizens, but 


no reason at all for any such distinction between 
immigrants who do intend to become citizens, 


| The section, as it stands, draws a line between 


immigrants aaa arrived and immigrants to 
hose who arrive to-day are 
to have the benefit of the act; those who arrive 


| to-morrow, if the bill in the mean time should 
| become a law, will be excluded from its benefit. 
| Can anybody assign a sensible reason for such a 


discrimination between (if I may be allowed to 


/coin a phrase) the ante venients and the post 
| venients. 


Sir, the principle for which I contend now, of 


| non-discrimination between different classes of 


immigrants intending to become citizens, was 
sanctioned in the recent Kansas and Nebraska 
act. I congratulated the country at the time 


| upon the recognition of the right of all such im 
| migrants, without distinction, to the elective 


franchise. I was glad to.witness that. breaking 


| down of old prejudices against immigrants coming 
| into this country, which led toa nearly unal- 
|imous vote in this Chamber in favor of reiain- 
| ing the clause which allowed them to vote in the 
| Territories. That vote recognized no such nar- 


row and illiberal discrimination as this bill now 


'makes. It wentupon a sound reason. It allowed 
| all to vote after declaration of intention, and taking 


the oath prescribed by the act. It excluded none, 
whether arrived before or after the passage of the 
It made no distinction between those who 


of suffrage, except the distinction between those 


| who should manifest a disposition to become «ll- 


izens, and a readiness to qualify themselves for 
the exercise of the elective franchise, under the 
provisions of the act, and those who might not be 
ready to become -citizens, or so to qualify them 
selves. I donot say that I approved the qualifica- 
tion required. The oath to support the provisions 
of an act of Congress, though not unprecedented, 
ought not, in my jadgment, to be required. | speak 
one now of the principle of discrimination. — 
approve the principle of that bill so far 8 " 
refused to discriminate between immigrants 
the ground of difference as to date of arrival ia 
thecountry. I desire to have no such discrimi 
ation made in this bill. I want no discrimination 
upon any principle which will not approve lis¢ 
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to a sound, just, and logical mind. I have, there- 
fore, prepared an amendment, which, if adopted, 
will remove from the bill those words which deny 
its benefits to after-comers, and will secure its | 
ual operation in favor of all immigrants who 
intend to become citizens of the country. — 

It is not necessary for me to say anything, at 
this stage of the discussion, in respect to the ex- 
tension of the benefits of this bill to immigrants. 
But | may be allowed to remark, that I do not see 
that any harm has, as yet, resulted to our country 
from the foreign immigration. That some immi- 
s, and, possibly, some classes of immigrants 
may have rendered themselves obnoxious to a 
public sentiment, justly jealous of the introduction 
of ecclesiastical influence into our politics, may be 
true. But the general masses of the immigration 
are liable to no such imputation. They are rep- 
resented in every department of your industry. 
They are engaged if yourcommerce, in your man- 
ufactures, and in your agriculture. Some of them 
represent the national sovereignty abroad; others 
of them worthily and honorably represent the 
sovereignty of States upon this floor. The immi- 
grants, whose cause I plead, are as intelligent, as 
worthy, as useful, and as respectable, as any other 
portion of our population. Far from greeting 
them upon their arrival on our shores with the 
harsh aud odious discrimination of this bill, I 
would bid them all welcome, and receive them 
as brothers. By the manifestation of a generous 
confidence, by a fair, manly, honorable treatment 
of them, | would endeavor to convince them of the 
expediency and necessity of divesting themselves, 
as speedily as possible, of their foreign character, 
and of putting on, with the rights and privileges, | 
the sentiments, also, of American citizens. Thus, 
sir, | would Americanize them by generosity and } 
justice. Once Americanized in mind and heart, 
the most jealous mind need entertain no apprehen- 
sions of evil from their coming among us, and 
sharing in all our privileges. 

I will now submit the amendment which [ have 
indicated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment will not now be in order. The yeas and 
nays have been demanded on the amendment of 
the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. CHASE. Let my amendment be read for | 
information. 
It was read. Itis to strike out the words ‘‘ now 
a resident of any one of the States or Territories 
and,’’ and to insert between the words ** but ’’ and 
“at”? the word ** who;’’ so as to make the sixth 

section read: 


“That if any individual, not a citizen of the United 


grant 


the benefit of this act, shall have filed a declarauon of inten- 
tion,” &e. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Dela- || 
ware, [Mr. Crayron.] The Senator from Mis- 
sissipol, [Mr. Apams,] when it was offered, called 
for a division of the question. The Chair will 
remind the Senator that, according to the rules of | 
the Senate, a motion to strike out, and insert is 
not divisible. 

Mr.CLAYTON. In order to relieve the Chair | 
and the Senate from all embarrassment, and to 
comply with the wishes of my friend from Mis- 
sissippi, (Mr. Apams,] I will modify my amend- 
ment 80 as to move now, simply to strike out the 
sixth section. After that motion shall be decided, 

I chn move to insert the provision whieh I first 
offered. ‘ 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the ques- | 
tion is on the proposition to strike out the sixth 
section of the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not now intend, Mr. 
President, to make any general remarks upon the 
essential provisions of this bill. | may have oc- 
casion to do so before the discussion closes. What | 
I have to say particularly at this time, is referable 
to the sixth section alone. As I think it decidedly | 
objectionable, I shall vote for striking it out. | am | 
opposed to it, because, without going any further, | 
it is anti-vernacular, not only so far as regards its 
intendment, but its language. It reads thus: 

‘Sec. 6. nd be it further enacted, That if any individ- 
ual, now a resident of any one of the States or Territories 
and not acitizen of the United States, but, at the time of 
making such application for the benefit of this act, shall 
have filed a declaration of intention, as required by the 
naturalization laws of the United States, and shall become 
Scitizen of the same before the issuance of the patent, as 


| poor-houses of Europe. 
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made and provided for in this act, shal! be placed upon an 


equal footing with the native-born citizen of the United 
States.”’ 

I shall not undertake to strike out this foreign 
word ** issuance,’’ because, if the provision is to 
go, let the foreign word go with it. I never heard 
of such a word before. This is the first instance, 
I believe, of any such preference being given in the 


| legislation of the country as is provided for by 


this clause ; but as it is intended to have e new 
policy, giving such a* marked preference to for- 
eigners, | am perfectly willing that it shall be char- 
acterized by the new word ‘* issuance.” 

A Senator. What language is it? 

Mr. BUTLER. I donot know what language— 
whether Dutch, German, or Irish—but I am sure 
it does not belong to the English. 1| never heard 
of such a word before, and | think no one else 
ever did, unless those who have this great pro- 


| pensity for foreign population. But, sir, that is a 


remark beside the subject. 

1 object to this clause upon a very substantial 
ground. Suppose it were proposed that the un- 
settled lands of the United States should be subject 
to the occupation of citizens, nativeand naturalized 
There are citizens, native and naturalized, who 
could and would occupy them with this guaran- 


| tee; and it is a guarantee that | shall always look | 
to—the guarantee of allegiance to the Constitu- 


tion and the institutions of the country. I am 


| perfectly willing to allow our institutions to be 


moulded by those who are bound to us by that 


| tie of allegiance known as one incident, and be- 
| longing to, a citizen. 1 am not willing to carry it 


further. 

{ know it was Mr. Webster’s notion that shop- 
keepers in New York and Boston, and hod-car- 
riers, could be converted into husbandmen. If the 


bill could eperate in this way, it would be a pro- | 


cess highly desirable; but I have not the least idea 
thatsuch willbe the operation. If, however, you 
intend to invite to your Territories the worthy por- 
tion of your citizens, native and naturalized, or if 
you intend to invite to the settlement of your land 


| the worthy portion of those who are foreigners, 


let it be by something like the discrimination which 
the law recognizes. Now, noman from a foreign 
country can become a citizen of the United States 
before he takes the oath of allegiance, and takes 
the oath to support the Constitution of the United 
States; and according to the usage which pre- 
vailed in South Carolina—but, perhaps, it is a 
usage not universal, or not observed anywhere 


| else—no one could become a citizen until he not 


only swore to support the Constitution of the 
United States, and absolved himself from all alle- 


or : ; 
States, but who at the time of making such application for | ance to any foreign potentate or Power, but until 
' 
| 


he brought into court the certificate of three citi- 
zens that he was a worthy man. 

But, sir, under this section, who may not come 
in? Aman may come reeking from the jails and 
I will go further, and 
say that the deserters upon your field of battle 
may come in—men who fought against those who 
won your territories can comeand take land with- 


| out having sworn the oath of allegiance. Yes, sir, 


the very deserters upon the plains of Churubusco, 
who shot down your regiments, might come and 
take possession of your lands, to the exclusion of 
those who were more worthy. 

My honorable friend from lowa [Mr. Donce} 
has bestowed praises upon foreigners. As indi- 
viduals, there are many of them of whom he can- 
not speak more highly than I would; but, upon 
the field of battle, | have never known an instance 
of citizens—native-born Americans, or those who 
have become citizens by naturalization—deserting, 
and fighting against and shooting down their com- 
rades. 

I do not say, sir, that I am not willing to trust 
foreigners. 1 could individualize them, and select 

those who would adorn history; but when you 
embrace in -your legislation a class of persons 





whom I do not know, who have never been in | 


your courts of justice to swear that they will sup- 

rithe Constitution of the United States, who 
os given you no guarantee that they are citizens, 
and will perform the part of citizens, I cannot 
agree to it. Why, you invite anybody, the thief, 
the robber, burglar, and the deserter; and they 
are to come in on an equality with the sons or 
the descendants of the proudest families that ever 
lived ape earth. You invite them to take an 
equal share 





with you in a common patrimony; 
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/ won and paid for by your common blood and 
common treasure, while the other may have been 
opposed to you. Notwithstanding this, you make 
no distinction; you allow the deserter to come in 
and take on an equality with those by whose 
blood and treasure the lands were won. 

[ have no disposition, Mr. President, to dis- 
guise my opinion on this subject, though I know 
this foreign influence is strong, is increasing, and 
will become stronger. When foreigners come 
from abroad, become naturalized, and give the 
guarantees required by the naturalization laws, I 
will make no distinction between them and other 
citizens. I will love the schoolmaster, and those 
who formerly came were of that class—men who 
won their way to America by their exertions and 
industry; not men who have been driven upon 
our shores under fallacious, deceptive, or illusive 
inducements, which have been held out to them. 
| have no idea of submitting to such a power. I 
think it wrong. Iam perfectly willing to recog- 
nize the political power of naturalized citizens; 
but I will never consent to invite immigrants to 
come here who have not given any of the guaran- 
tees required by the Constitution and laws of the 
country. I am not one of those who fear to defy 
such_a power, though I know it is an increasing 
one, and I apprehend it is one that is courted. 

Well, now, sir, under the provision of the bill, 
who willcomein? Will you get the worthy class, 
even of foreigners, who have given notice of their 
intention to become citizens? Whom will you 
| get? If you could show me that you would get 

only those of this class who are individually 

worthy, I should not have any objection; but you 
| are taking a class in which there are some worthy 
/and many unworthy. Let any gentleman deny 
| it if he can. 

My friend from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] the 
other day made a remark, in which he gave what 
| thought was astrange reason for the vote which 
he intended to give on this amendment. It was 
that, because we allowed foreigners who had given 
notice of their intention to become citizens of the 
United States to vote in moulding the territorial 
governments, we should therefore hold out an in- 
ducement to foreigners to go there and become 

| citizens. 

Mr. BROWN. No, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. That, I think, was the amount 
of it. I was opposed to that proposition. I be- 
lieved that the institutions of this country ought 

| to be moulded by the American mind, accustomed 
to, and disciplined under, the dominion of English 
law. Gentlemen may take exception to what I 
say if they please, but I must say, that excepting 
individuate such as John Mitchell, and others 
whom I might mention, scholars and gentlemen, 
the mass of the German, Irish, and other foreign 
| population coming here and going upon your 
lerritories, do not understand your institutions 
as well as one’ who has been rayon soil, and 
has resided here for five years, and is somewhat 
accustomed to the operations of your Jaws. I 
| was opposed, therefore, to the introduction of the 
' clause referred to i Ant honorable friend from 
| Mississippi into the Nebraska bill, which favored 
somewhat the doctrines of my honorable friend 
from Michigan, (Mr. Cass.] While we were 
| delegating the power of moulding the institutions 
| of these Territories, | was willing to trust it to 
| those who could think through the medium of the 
| American mind. 1 went with him a far, when 

I was perfectly a to delegate all the power to 
| those who were capableof making laws; but when 
the proposition was introduced that we should 
| delegate the power to any body who might settle 
1 upon the lands, I thought it was going too far. I 
| ultimately agreed to vote for that bill, even with 
that clause in it; but now it is proposed to do a 
little more than that—to offer a reward to those 
| foreigners who will go and settle upon your lands, 
‘| and vote in moulding the institutions of these 
Territories. They are to go out as colonies of 
| foreigners, and settle upon those new Territories, 
| and form their institutions. 
| Mr. ATCHISON. I wish to call the attention 
| of the Senator from South Carolina to one fact. 
| Either heis mistaken, or lam; but if [ understand 
| the bill, it confines these grants or gifts of Jand to 
|| those lands which are now subject Sena, 

land in any 





'| The fact is, there iv not one acre o 
of the Territories of the United States, as far as 
my knowledge extends, which is subject to private 
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entry—not even in Minnesota, though it may be 
there. 

Mr. CLAY. How !ong will it be before it 
will be subject to private entry ? 

Mr. ATCHISON. That is another question. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am sorry that my friend 
from Missouri has taken this exception; but to 
the extent that they have a right, they are put 
upon an equality with citizens; and to the extent 
that they may acquire a right, they will have it. 
The precedent of to-day is the prescription of to- 
morrow; and as to making distinctions of this 
kind, my friend must know that it will result in 
this: that wegive ourdomain to foreignimmigrants 
as far as they choose to settle upon and cultivate 


it. 

Mr. DAWSON. I will say to my friend from 
South Carolina, that he is right in the construc- 
tion which he places upon the bill. As I read it, 
it applies to lands subject to private entry at the 


_time of application being made for the benefits of 


the act. If the lands are surveyed at any time 
within twelve months, or two years, or three 
years, before application is made, in Nebraska or 
anywhere else, they may be taken. That is the 
provision. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have taken up the general 
ee from the palpable reading of the bill, 
and my friends around me who have been more 
minutely informed on the subject, tell me that | 
am right. It seemed to me that [ could not be 
mistaken. ‘Then, sir, you are opening your ter- 
ritory to foreigners. 
that the foreign setiler cannot take it until he-be- 
comes a citizen. But now imagine this case: sup- 
pose a man who was a deserter upon the plains of 
Churubusco, who has not contributed either his 
blood or his treasure to the acquisition of the 
lands, but who has used his bullets and his bay- 
onet against our soldiers, settles down upon one 
hundred and sixty acres of land in Kansas and 
Nebraska, having given notice that he intends to 
become a citizen of the United States. Is he not 
then an equal with anybody else? How can you 
exclude him? He settles there without any one of 
the guarantees to which I havealluded. It is said, 
to be sure, that he cannot take the land with a per- 
fect title until he becomes a citizen. If I were a 
judge, presiding in any court, and that man should 
come forward to become a citizen, and swear to 
support the Constitution of the United States, and 
abjure his allegiance to all foreign potentates and 
Powers whatever; if he came there with proof in 
his pocket that he had been a deserter on that 
plain, if he came there without the ordinary certifi- 
cate that he was a good man, and worthy to be an 


American citizen; if he came with a warrant of | 


blood in his hands, would I, as a judge, admit 


And yet you propose to give the land to thieves, 
and robbers, and deserters, if they choose to avail 
themselves of this power. You give it to any- 
body who will go and take it. 

Sir, | have as much respect as my honorable 
friend from lowa has for the historial names to 
which he alluded; and I might select individuals 
from those who are coming over here now 
that I would regard as my friends. There are 
those among them who are conversant with the 


literature of the country, those capableto-morrow | 


of becoming citizens; but he knows that we can- 
not make them citizens ipso facto; and, therefore, 
t would require them all to go through a tutelage, 


the process required by the Constitution of the | 


United States, before allowing them to exercise 
the privilege of voting anywhere. 

But, sir, I will not invite them here by giving 
them an equality with citizens who have earned 
a right to be tenants of your public soil, who hold 
their right by a tenure higher than that of being 
imvited to come because they were worth nothing. 
The best citizens you will ever have, are those 


who have earned something by their industry be- | 


fore they go on the public lands. [ am not opposed 
to the poor man; but let the comparison be made 
when youchoose, between the man who has earned 
$300, or 
settle on the public lands, and an immigrant ] 

aceon in afew Kent pe Ger whens 
ty-five years old, with not a dollar in his pocket 
who is a beggar in i 


tenant that | would choose. In the language of 
my honorable friend from Illinois, (Mr. Sreps,} 


True, we have been told | 


| does place t 
» or $1,000 by his labor, and goes to | 
, who istwen- | 


the streets, and a vagabond | 
everywhere, and I will tell you who would be the | 
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I would say that you receive the highest guarantee | 
, and security for his patriotism, from the tenant 


who is on your soil—who mingles with it the sweat 
of his brow. He will fight for it, and defend it. 
The industrious man who has become a husband- 
man from choice—by industry—is worthy of my 
respect, confidence, and love; but | cannot consent 
to place the vagabond (who is invited to take pos- 
session because he has earned nothing) upon a per- 
fect equality with those wha,have earned something 
by their labor. I will never agree to it. While 
gentlemen bestow high and splendid eulogies upon 
foreigners, let me telf them that | know how to 
discriminate between one foreigner and another. 
But I know that, as a class of men coming in by 
shoals, (and they are coming like a swarm of 
herrings,) they are not equal to the same number 
of American native citizens, or those citizens who 
have been naturalized. I do not believe it, and 
not believing it, | cannot and will not recognize 
an equality. 

Mr.CLAY. Mr. President, | am very illy pre- 
pared for vocal gymnastics to-day, but cannot con- 
sent that the vote be taken on this motion without 
replying to sothe remarks which fell the other day 
from my honorable friend from lowa, [Mr.Dopee.] 
I rise to exonerate myself from a very grave and 
serious charge preferred by that gentleman against 
me—that of departing from my father’s faith, and 
following after strange gods. In support of this 
charge he read from some remarks of a gentleman 
of my own name, who preceded me in the Senate, 
made by him in the winter of 1838, in support of 
admitting foreigners, like American citizens, to 
the right of preémption. 

Now, sir, before stopping to inquire how far 
[ may agree or disagree with that gentleman, | 


ss 
Now, sir, in order to illustrate my vy; 7 
true character of this bill, | will ee 
simile, which will go to the hearts and. 
standings of all men. Supposea father — 
_ large family of sons, and possessed of ‘an = 
sive tract of wild land, should offer it for wa 
fixed price to actual settlers, making no die 
ination between aliens and his own relations 
There would be a fair illustration of the cee 
tion policy. True, his sons might complain tk 
the old gentleman was not as liberal to them as : 
should be in giving to strangers, aliens to jj ~ 
blood and feeling, a right to purchase on the _ 
terms with themselves; yet, perhaps, they wal 
notreproach him with injustice, inasmuch as the 
expected to enjoy, as a patrimony, what he irk 
realize by the sale of his lands. But, sup i 
that father, after having pursued this polic " 
some forty years, should suddenly, through 
strange caprice or spasmodic emotion of phil. 
thropy, conclude to give away his lands, anj 
should advertise the world that he would bestow 
a free farm of one hundred and sixty acres 
every man who would come and settle upon the 
lands, and cultivate and occupy them for five years 
_ What would be the reflections of those older gon; 
who had purchased and paid for their lands) 
| Would they not reproach their father with jp. 
justice to his own children in extorting from them 
the purchase money for their land, whilst he gaye 
land to strangers? Suppose, however, the old 
gentleman should go a little further, and shouij 
exact of his sons (who had entered the wildy. 
ness, reduced a portion of it to cultivation, and 
rendered the remainder habitable and eligible 
the location of those strangers) an annual cop. 
tribution for the aid, comfort, and support o 


wish to address an argumentum ad hominem to my# those strangers, and exempt them from a simils; 


friend from lowa. He, sir, of all men in the 


| Senate, is the last who should ever quote parental 


authority, or inveigh against filial disobedience; 
for | think the entire Senate will concur with me 
in the opinion that he exhibits in his political 
conduct an utter disregard of parental precept and 
example. [Laughter.] Indeed, sir, that gallant 


‘and faithful wane of the ** Young Game 


Cock of the West’’ upon this floor, is a practical 


refutation of the truth of the old saying, ‘ As 


crows the old cock, so crows the young.” 
{Laughter.] On the contrary, the young cock 
generally sounds the counter note to the old cock. 


in short, sir, it appears to me that, repudiating | 


the scriptural injunction, ‘‘ Hear the instructions 
of thy father,”’ he is a perfect illustration of the 
self-sufficiency and filial impiety of ‘* progressive 
Young America,’’ kicking off the swaddling 


| clothes, dodging daddy, and “ going it on his own | 
: ne | hook.’’ [{Laughter.} 
him to be a citizen of that Territory’ No, sir. | 


Now, | must confess at the same time, that I 
think my friend from Iowa has been generally 


right in opposing parental example. He thinks, | 
, however, that | am wrong in doing the same thing. 
| Lam willing to compromise with him, and agree 


that each is wrong in his judgment of the conduct 
of the other. If I cannot make this compromise 


| with him, then I propose to show that I am right; 
'and, moreover, that I do not occupy an antago- 


nistic position to that of my predecessor, from 
whom he quoted. 
Sir, he quoted the language of a gentleman 


' whose name I bear, and who preceded me on this 


floor, in favor of granting to foreigners the right 
to preémption, like American citizens. I concur in 
that sentiment. If the Government is going to sell 
land, I say sell it to every honest occupant who 


will pay the purchase money, upon the same terms. ‘| 
| But, sir, that gentleman, in the same speech from 


which my friend quoted, used this other sentiment, 


in which } most heartily concur: ‘I am notdis- 
_ posed to place foreigners upon a better footing than 
_ American citizens.’’* So say I; and it is because 
| the sixth section of this bill does propose to place 
them upon a better footing than American citizens, 


that Iam opposed to it. I intend to show that it 
Soa on a higher and better footing, in 


| manner so plain that none can misunderstand, | 
and so conclusive that none can refute. I intend | 
| to strip this bill of all its false and flatterous pre- | 
tenses, and all its studiously contrived verbal dis- | 


guises, and present it in its truly hideous deform- 
ity to the gaze of the American people. And when 
exhibited in the naked daylight of truth, I think 


| few can endure it, and none embrace it with pleas- 


ure or with pride. 


contribution even for their own use and benefit, | 
ask whether those sons would not be willing 
disown and repudiate that father? Suppose he 
should even go further than I have suggested, and 
should invest those strangers with the power of 
swindling, defrauding, and injuring his sons, 
and, at the same time, deny to them all means of 
redress. Would they not bedriven by an indig. 
nant sense of his unnatural and cruel treatment 
of them, almost to curse that father, and to ad. 
dresa him in the vituperative language of Scrip. 
| ture, ‘*If a man provide not for his own, espe. 
cially for those of his own house, he hath denied 
the faith, and is worse than an infide!.”” A paren: 
| so lost to every feeling of duty to his offspring 
| might appear in the form of a man, but would 
bear within his bosom the heart of a demon. 
Such, sir, is not an exaggerated picture of this 
bill. What does it propose? What is the policy 
which it will initiate? Why, sir, this Government, 
after having for more than forty years sold toher 
' own children, native American citizens, the pub- 
lic lands ata fixed price, now proposes to give 
lands free of charge to all, including foreigners, 
_who may come and settle upon them. Her own 
citizens have endured the perils, privations, and 
| sufferings incident to a life in the wilderness 
|The red men have receded at their approach, like 
the horizon before the traveler. They havedriven 
| off or destroyed the wild beasts of the forest 
| They have robbed it of all its dangers and it 
‘terrors. They have intersected it with roads, 
have built bridges, and rendered it accessible ani 
traversable with ease, comfort, and secu - They 
have dotted it over with farm-houses, hamlets, 
churches, and seminaries of learning; have tit 
sipated its gloomy shadows, and illuminated i 
with the benign lights of knowledge and religion. 
| They have invested it with all the fascinations 0! 
| human society, and have added all the attraction 
| of art to those of nature. And yet, after having 
'| accomplished all this, and having enhanced the 
‘| value of the circumjacent unappropriated and v® 
| cant lands belonging to the Government, and ret 
| dered them more desirable and salable, you n0¥ 
| propose by this bill to invite foreigners to com 
and settle free of charge upon those lands, pu 
chased by the commingled blood and treasure 
American citizens, and made accessible and attrs 
tive by their labors. Do you expect to secure tht 
gratitude, cherish the affections, and stimulate the 
| patriotism of your citizens by lavishing such bow" 
|| ties upon aliens? 
‘| But that is not all, or the most objectionstlé 
|| feature of this bill. It provides that if any for 
eigner hold, oceupy, and enitivate any portion ° 
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ndred ar eixty. acres of land (although || United States.’” That is the clear construction of | 


one hu ; 
a akivate but one acre) for five years, at the expi- | 


ime he may obtaina patent. Now, 
a Ha npact between the F Shee | Government 
ae Hl the land States of this Union, no one of | 
oes States can tax one foot of land, the title to 
which is in the Government of the United States. | 
That is a proposition which will not, { presume, 
be denied or questioned. Then, sir, you propose, 
by this policy, to introduce into the State of Ala- 
bama any number of foreigners who may go there 
and settle upon the public and ‘unappropriated 
lands, and allow them to enjoy, for a period of 
five years, all the privileges of society and protec- 
tion of citizenship, without contributing one cent 
towards the support of the government of that 
State, in the way of taxation upon that land, 
while the lands of native American citizens lying 
within the State are being taxed. 

Nor is this all. I said, and I repeat, that as long 
as the Federal Government holds title to those 
lands by special compact between the State and 
the Federal Government, the State cannot tax 
them. Now, suppose a foreigner, or any number 
of foreigners who go to settle upon the public 
lands within my own State, should not choose to 
contribute towards the support of the State gov- 
ernment in the way of taxation on their lands, 
but should wish to enjoy immunity from taxes. 
All that is necessary to enable them to escape the 
burdens, and still enjoy the benefits of govern- 
ment, is to abstain from asking for or receiving a 
patent. They may thus hold on for life to their 
free farm, free from taxation. In the mean time, 
they may become naturalized citizens under the 
naturalization laws. They may then participate | 
in the framing of laws, and in the government of |' 
that State; and yet they are exempted by the pro- 
visions of this bill, and by compact between the 
State of Alabama and the Federal Government, 
from any obligation to contribute, in the way of 
taxes upon their land, to the support of that State. | 
Do you suppose that the intelligent freemen of ! 
Alabama can be flattered or cajoled into an ap- 
proval of a measure so unjust and injurious to 
them, and so generous and beneficial to aliens? 

But the most iniquitous and offensive part of 
this bill is still untold. By another provision of 
the bill, you propose to give to those foreign 
immigrants within the State of Alabama, the right 
and power of defrauding, swindling, and injuring | 
their neighbors; and, at the same ume, you deny 
to those neighbors the right or power of any legal 
redress. You propose to render thosealiens per- 
petual bankrupts by giving them the benefit of a 
prospective as well as a retrospective bankrupt 
law, provided they will not ask or receive a patent, | 
but will hold on to their lands, and enjoy them 
without a patent, as tenants of the Federal Gov- 
ernment; for there is no forfeiture attached to the 
failure to ask for a patent at the expiration of five 
years; and those men may hold, use, and occupy 
the land forever without receiving a title. 

Mr. BROWN. Will my friend from Alabama 
just at this point allow me to interrupt him, be- 
cause it is this particular question on which I spoke 
the other day, and on which my vote will depend 
as to striking out this section ? 

Mr. CLAY. I yield the fioor with pleasure. 

Mr. BROWN. [| tried the other day, to ex- 
plain that, according to my understanding of this | 
section, a foreigner making his declaration of in- | 
tention to become a citizen must perfect his dec- 
laration by actually becoming a citizen within five 
years, or else he will lose all the rights conferred 
upon him under this act. The sixth section pro- | 
vides that a foreigner ** who shall have delared his” 
intention, as required by the naturalization laws of | 
the United States, shall become a citizen of the 
same before the issuance of the patent, as made. 
and provided for in this act,.shall be placed upon 
an —_ footing with the native-born citizen of 
the United States.’’ ‘ 

Now, the words ‘‘ as made and provided for in | 
this act,’’ relate, | apprehend, to the time fixed | 
for issuing the patent; and the whole section of it 
read, as | shall now read it, would mean what || 
believe it does mean as it stands: ‘A foreigner 


who shall have filed his declaration of intention, | 


as required by the naturalization | of 
on y n laws the 
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the language, according to my understanding of 
it; and I tried so to explain the otherday. There- 
fore, unless he perfects that declaration of inten- 
tion within five years, by actually becoming a cit- 
izen, he has no rights under this statute, after the 
expiration of the five years. If he may remain 
upon the land, according to the construction which 
my friend from Alabama puts upon it, to all eter- 
nity, without becoming a citizen, then I shall vote 
to strike out the section; and if it is not stricken 
out, | shall vote against the whole bill, because | 
am for having no man settle down upon our soil, 
remain there, occupy it forever, and not be a citi- 
zen of the country; but my clear interpretation 
of the section is as I have now stated it, and as | 
explained when | spoke the other day. 

A few words now to my friend from South 
Carolina. He took me to task for having declared 
my willingness to see foreigners occupy the soil; 
and he wished to know how | reconciled that with 
my vote upon a former bill, excluding them from 
the right of voting. I was opposed, and lL am yet 
opposed, to allowing anybody who is nota citizen 
to control any part of this country; and I there- 
fore voted against giving to foreigners the right of 
suffrage and the right of holding office in the two 
Territories that have been lately organized. But 
I said the other day, and I now repeat, that, after 
they have been fully invested with the right of 
antieions and the right of holding office in the Ter- 
ritories, | will not quibble about giving them the 
mere right of settling down upon a piece of the 
public lands, and cultivating it, and turning the 
»roducts of their labor into the general wealth. 

hat, as I understand it, is all that you give them 
by this bill. But an argument is urged that this 
is an encouragement to them to go into the Terri- 
tories. I think not. I will not care to encourage 
them; but being there, under the general license 
which they have already received, | am very ap- 
prehensive that they will vote away my rights, 
and the rights of my friend from South Carolina. 
He corrected me on another point. He says he 
voted for this right of foreigners 

Mr. BUTLER. I never voted fort. I voted 
against it as a distinct proposition, and so (id the 
Senator from Mississippi. 





Mr. BROWN. as my friend one of the 
seven? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWN. 1am very glad to find that he 


was one of the glorious seven. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, the explanation 
of my friend, the Senator from Mississippi, is but 
an illustration of the entire character of this bill. 
It isa bill full of ambiguity, of equivocation, of 
amphibology, as my friend from Michigan [Mr. 
Cass] suggests. It isa bill which admits of dif- 
ferent interpretations in different quarters; but 
who is to interpret it, and how its provisions are 
to be enforced, are not provided for by it. Now, 
suppose that the sixth section admits of the inter- 
pretation of my friend from Mississippi, and 
which other Senators friendly to the bill say is the 
proper interpretation, where is the provision for 
ousting these foreigners from their settlement upon 
the public lands, if, at the expiration of five years, 
they do not become naturalized ? 

Mr. BROWN. I will answer my friend. It is 
by allowing anybody else to enter, who chooses 
to do so. If their right ceases, of course the 
lands become subject to private entry. 

Mr. WALKER. Just as any person can now 
enter Jands when the preémption expires. 

* Mr. CLAY. Let me ask whether either of 
these Senators, who make this suggestion in the 


way of correction, sincerely believe that, in prac- | 


tice, effect would ever be given to their idea? 
Do they believe that anybody would ever oust 
foreigners under such circumstances? How will 
peop ever know whether they have become nat- 
uralized citizens or not? Will they take pains to 
go and search the files of the courts, and aseer- 
| tain that fact? Will they have the means of as- 
certaining whether they have been naturalized or 
not? And if it were known they had taken out 
no patent or become naturalized, who would oust 
them, and rob them of their houses and other im- 
provements? I think the section admits of the 


States, and shall become a citizen of the | construction which I place upon it; and I think, 


same before the expiration of the five years from 
the date of that declaration, shall be placed u 


' | n || struction which I 
an equal footing with the native-born citizen of the | tration of the wo 


if it admits of that given it by its friends, the con- 
ve it will be the practical illus- 
ing of the bil]. But I wish to 
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go back to where | stopped when interrupted by 
the Senator from Mississippi. The bill, in its 
fourth section, provides: 

* That all lands acquired under the provisions of this act 


shall in no event become liable to the satisfaction of any 


debt or debts contracted prior to the issuing the patent there- 
for.”’ 


Now, | say that, under this gection of the 
bill, you may introduce into the State which I 
have the honor to represent, a population consist- 
ing mainly of foreigners, who are utterly inde- 
pendent of all their obligations to the State or to 
individuals, who may contract debts with impu- 
nity, who may defy the courts, anu enjoy the 
piece of land upon which they settle despite of 
State laws, because it cannot be levied upon or 
subjected to the satisfaction of any debt which 
they may contract prior to the issuance ofthe 
patent. Thus it is possible, should this bill be- 
come a law, on the public domain in Alabama, 
(whioh constitutes nearly half of all the lands in 
her limits,) an alien population may be colonized, 
exceeding in numbers her native citizens, who, 
standing on a higher and better footing than those 
citizens, may enjoy the protection of the Govern- 
ment without aiding in its support, and may riot 
in licentious liberty on their free farms, free from 
taxes, free from creditors, and free from the obli- 
gations of their contracts. And does any one 
suppose that State pride could brook such con- 
tempt of her authority and such outrage of her 
rights as is contemplated in this bill? Sir, as one 
of the representatives of that young, but noble 
Common wealth, I will never lend my aid or coun- 
tenance to any measure so fraught with her humil- 
iation, dishonor, and injury. 

The bill will not only infract the rights and de- 
grade the dignity of the land States, but will inflict” 
serious injury on their landholders. The Gov- 
ernment holds double the quantity of land held by 
all her citizens; when she makes the public domain 
free as air to foreigners, as well as citizens, private 
lands must be depressed in value; for who will 
buy land of individuals when it can be taken as a 


|| gift from the Government? Jt will injure the land- 


holders, not merely by depressing the price of their 
land, but by cheapening all its products; for, by se- 
ducing from their pursuits the mechanic, merchant, 
and manufacturer, and making them farmers, you 
will increase the number of producers, by reducing 
the number of consumers, and multiply the class 
of sellers by withdrawing them from the elass of 
buyers. Thus, by cheapening the sale value of 
land, and of its products, you will lower the prof- 
its of agriculture and injure the agricultural hain, 
which you affect to benefit. And, do you think 

the landholders in the new States so ignorant as 

not to apprehend the nature of this bill, and antici- 

pate the injuries its policy will inflict? Do you 

think they will endure, without a murmur, these 

aggravated wrongs’. You sold them their lands, 

and received their money; but now propose to give 

to foreigners as well as citizens, the remainder of 

your lands, to exempt them from paying taxes to 

the State, or debts to individuals, to enable them 

to share in the benefits of schools, churches, roads, 

bridges, and all the comforts of civilization, with- 

out enduring any of the burdens of Government; 

and, as if to cap the climax of injustice, you will 

reduce the value of the lands sold to your land- 

holders and the products of their labor. Wrongs 

so grievous and iniquitous could scarcely be en- 

dured with patience and submissiveness by stoic 

or by saint. 

A great deal has been said here in condem- 
nation of what are called Native Americans, or 
Know-Nothings. I am neither one northe other, 
in the political sense of those terms; but let me ask 
the Senator from lowa, who is the zealous friend 
and champion of the foreign population, whether 
there is any measure which could be conceived of, 
or projected, or passed by Congress, which is 
better calculated to excite, to foster, and encour- 
age a Native American feeling, than this very bill ’ 
I tell him that, if this bill pass, he will see realized 
what | had hoped never to witness in this coun- 
try—he will see a Native American, or Know- 

othing party growing up in the southern States 
ofthis Union. And, sir,—and I say it with no less 
pride than pleasure,—as much traduced, libelied, 
and slandered, as those States have been by the 
fanatics at the North, they have been freer from 
all species of radicalism than any other section of 
this Confederacy; and, but for the pure, conserva- 





inal 


tive principles, and true American feeling of the 
South, in my opinion, the radical, meddiesome 
spirit of the North would, ere this, have involved 
this Government ina foreign war. You saw no 
man-worship of Kossuth exhibited at the South, 
during his pilgrimage among us. And you have 
seen no indications of jealousy, envy, or hatred 
of foreigners among southrons. We neither feel 
nor exhivit towards them such evil passions. You 
have seen no disposition there to embark in the pol- 
icy of intervention with the affairs of foreign coun- 
tries, or to exclude foreigners from participating 
as citizens in the privileges of this country. But 
pass this bit, and impress upon the pubiic mind 
throughout the South, the idea that, not con- 
tent with sheer justice to foreigners, you will be 
generous to them, and unjust to yourown cilizens, 
and the spirit of Native Americanism will soon 
develop itself where, hitherto, it has been unfelt 
and almost unheerd of. Let the friends of foreign 
immigrants on this floor beware lest they injure 
rather than benefit that class of our population. 

Sir, men are prone to overlook things ‘that are 
near, and to fix their vision upon distant objects; 
to lose sight of the physical and moral wants of 
their own family or neighbors in contemplating 
the distresses of those more remote. Hence that 
charity which should begin at home is often 
expended upon strangers, and works of present 
necessity are neglected for the achievement of 
some future good. I do not sympathize in that 
sublimated philanthropy or double-refined benev- 
olence which forgets or disregards the poor and the 
needy at its own door, and runs abroad in search 
of objects of its care and kindness. If we are to 
convert this Government into a charity asylum, 
Jet us lavish its bounties upon citizens rather than 
foreigners. . At all events, let us not inflict injury 
on the citizen for the benefit of the foreigner; let 
us not rob the former that we may give to the lat- 
ter. | never admired or esteemed Petrarch’s aban- 
donment of his family to purify the poetry and 
refine the feelings of his countrymen, or Zimmer- 
man’s inculcation of beautiful benevolence while 
tyrannizing over his children, 

1 oppose this bill for many other reasons, 
which I shall give ata proper time. Il have con- 
fined myself on this occasion, to the particular 
section of the bill which it is proposed to strike 
out. I will, however, before I take my seat, an- 
swer one reply which I anticipate may be made. 
1 know it will be said ** why complain about 
giving lands away to foreigners? May not Ameri- 
can citizens enjoy this bounty? May not those 
who have heretofore paid for their lands, and are 
now occupying and cultivating them, go upon the 
unappropriated public lands, and take the benefit 
of this act?) May not the mechanic, the mer- 
chant, the artisan, in short, all classes go upon 
the public domain, and share in the bounties of 
this bill???’ That isthe reply which will be made 
to me. But, sir, | ask you if itis not insulting 
the intelligence of any man, if it is not mocking 
his spirit, to tell him, who, by the whole business 
of his life, has unfitted himself for the culture of 
the soil, who has expended his time, and talents, 
and bodily labor in acquiring a species of handi- 
craftand skill which fit him for one of the me- 
chanic arts, but disqualify him for the cultivation 
of the soil—I ask if it is not grievous mockery 
to tell him to go and enjoy this bounty? I| ask 
you if it is not deriding those men who have hith- 
erto purchased and paid for their lands, and are 
now enjoying and occupying them, and who 
would lose more by abandoning their improve- 
ments for this bounty than they would gain, to 
tell them go and occupy it. 

You might as well bid one, 

‘Hold a fire in his band, 
By thinking on the frosty Caucasus ; 


Or cloy the hungry edge of appetite, 
By bare imagination of a feast,” 


as bid those go and enjoy your free farms, who 
are disabled by nature or disease, or disqualified 
by habit for cultivating the soil, or who, by ac- 
cepting your invitation, would lose the fruits of 
past toil far exceeding in value the bounty you 
tender them. -Your affected beneficence, far from 
exciting gratitude to this Government, or satis- 

ing their minds, or bringing joy or gladness to 


iT 
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: | 
| proffer of bounties they cannot enjoy, and con- 
| demned like the fabled Tantulus, to 


** Thirst in waves, | 
And, viewing banquets, starve.’? 

Sir, such feelings cannot be repressed or buried | 
in their hearts. They will burst forth in unre- 
strained indulgence. They will exhibit them- 
selves, I fear, in the persecution of foreigners, in 
inflaming the prejudices of religious sects, in dis- 


| rupting social ties, in dissolving existing political 


associations, In organizing parties anew, upon a | 
different basis, and one fatal to the best interests 
of the Union, and the peace and harmony of its 
citizens. 

I confess, sir, that I will not vote for the bill if 
this section is stricken out; for there are other | 
features, to which | have not alluded, no less ob- 
noxtous to me than this. [| know that in oppos- 
ing the free-farm policy, | must encounter the 
opposition of demagogues at home, who use it as 
a political hobby-horse, on which they may ride 
into office. If I could yield to the vis a tergo ex- 
erted by a morbid appetite for public land in a 


| small portion of the new State which | have the 


| indigent insane land bill. 


| which sparkle up on every hand springs of tempt- 
| ation as fatal to the spirit of our Federal Constitu- 
| tion as was the fabled fountain in the garden of 


| one is a gratuitous, unconstitutional, unnecessary 


honor, in part, to represent—an unnatural appetite, | 
created by the vicious condiments administered by 
selfish politcal quacks for their own sinister pur- 
poses—I would go heartin hand for this bill. But 
there are constitutional objections to it, which for- 
bid my embracing this, or any measure which 
proposes to give away the public lands, or other 
property of the United States. I have endeavored 
to develop those objections in my speech on the 


And with all respect for my honorable and es- 


say, that I have been unable to appreciate the dis- 
tinction, on constitutional grounds, between giving 
lands to the States and giving them to individuals. 
How it is constitutional to gtve to individuals and | 
unconstitutional to give to the States, has yetto be 
explained to my satisfaction. 
| believe—I had almost said I know—that this 
bill, if it becomes a law, will prove highly injuri- 
ous to the interestsof Alabama  Butif | thought 
otherwise, no inducement of selfish, local, or State 
interests, will ever seduce me to transgress the 
chartered limits of this Government, and to enter 
upon that boundless and dangerous region within 


Armida to human life. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, with respect to the 
latter remark of the honorable Senator from Ala- 
bama, | have nothing to say. Itisa subject that 
he and I have gone over fully. I do not-come 
here to profess my attachment to the Constitution. 
That we all profess to obey, and we have sworn | 
to support it. We put our construction on it, 
and we act on that construction. I see a very 
great difference between granting land to the State 
of Virginia, the State of Massachusetts, or any 
other State, as an act of gratuity, and granting 
land to individuals who go to settle on it, and 
thereby increase the value of the public lands. I 
see that difference, and that is enough for me. If 


see it or appreciate it, itis a matter for himself. 
My opinion is, that there is an essential constitu- 
tional difference between the two propositions, and 
from almost the foundation of the Government 
we have acted in conformity with this view. The 


grant, and the other is perfectly within the Consti- 
tution. But I did not rise to discuss that questioh. 





| 1 rose merely to advert to one or two remarks 


which fell from the honorable Senator from Ala- 
bama in the very able view—I certainly must say 
that—he has presented to the Senate. 

The honorable Senator seems to consider it a 
kind of repioach that this land is offered to every- 
body. He considers it, like the apple of Sodom, 
fair to the eye, but filled with ashes. He thinks 
that mechanics cannot take advantage of it. The 
honorable Senator, in that view, is mistaken— 
radically mistaken, to use a term which he used, 
but in a different sense from that in which he em- 
ployed it. I,know there are hundreds and thou- 
sands of mechanics—able and excellent mechan- 


OBE. 


| There is no industrious man in this eo 


} 1) der those lands which have been absolutely so\q 
teemed friend from Michigan, (Mr. Cass,] 1 must 


| title to that land; and in that I am correct. 


|| was about to say; for I believe | perfectly under. 
| stand the honorable 


[/ to exemption from taxation while held by the 


| orable Senator from Alabama that all the new 


of power, have said, ‘If you do not pass an ir- 


_so that, independent of constitutional enactment 





| two States are Arkansas and Michigan. 
the honorable Senator from Alabama does not || 
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them. They wish to change their employmen, 


has arrived at middle age, be he a blackesin® 
carpenter, or a cooper, who is not able io go 
any portion of our country, and make « jj = 
upon a farm, by cultivating and improving a: 

requires no great or profound knowledge ty . 
this. I repeat, that, to my personal knowledes 
this is a change of condition that a laree port 
of our mechanics wish to make, and which te 
do make every day. I presume there is not en 
here representing a State north and west of the 
Ohio, but can look around and see hundreds ' 
instances of it. So that my friend from Alabam 
is entirely mistaken in that assumption; but jt on 
not principally to correct this that I rose, : 

I rose for the purpose of saying a few words ag 
to the question presented by the honorable Seo, 
ator from Alabama, on the subject of taxation, | 
will remind the honorable Senator that the arranee. 
ments entered into by the States and the Unite 
States, by which the States relinquished the right of 
taxing for five years after the sale of the land, has 
in all cases, been rescinded by the United States’ 

Mr. CLAY. Will my honorable friend allow 
me to explain for a moment? 

Mr. CASS. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. My honorable friend from Mich. 
igan misapprehends me. I am apprised of the fae 
which he mentions, that the original compact by 
which all lands held by the Federal Governmen 
were exempt from taxation, and all lands sold by 
the Federal Government were exempt for five 
years after sale, has been altered so far as to rep. 


by the Federal Government, and the title to which 
she has parted with, subject to taxation when gold, 
But still, I did not predicate my argument upon 
the assumption that that portion of the compact 
was still existing, but upon this: | say that, uo. 
der the compact between the Federal Government 
and all the new States, you cannot tax any land 
occupied by a citizen or a foreigner until he has 4 


Mr. CASS. I do not think the honorable Sep. 
ator is correct, and I will proceed to say what! 


Senator from Alabama, 
Now, sir, there have been two questions connected 
with the public land: One is the right of the land 


Government of the United States, and unsold, 
That is an open question. | will remind the hon- 


States have not entered into that compact. More 
than half those States have not entered into that 
compact. The United States, as a mere question 


revocable ordinance, ceding, or relinquishing any 
right to tax the public lands, you shall not come 
into this Union.’’ That is the ground upon which 
it stands in almost all the States. As 1 said on 
another occasion, there are but two States in the 
Union with whom a fair compact was made by 
the United States on that subject, 1 mean sucha 
contract as is made between man and man. Those 
All the 
others have experienced the power of the Goyer- 
ment, and their admittance into the Union has 
been made on condition of acceding to this demané 
of exemption. : 
It is very clear that this exemption did not exist 
under the Constitution, and that Congress had 
no right to impose it as a condition of admission; 










of State compacts, we are brought back to the 
simple question, whether the land of the United 
States, by the Constitution, is exempt from pay- 
ing its share of the public expenditure in thet 
portion of the country where it is situated? | do 
not believe it is. It has not been so decided by 
the Supreme Court. But I put that matter aside. 

Then there comes the other question to which 
1 referred, and which, according to our preset! 
land system, no longer exists. At first, the land 
was sold upon a credit of five years. The pur- 
chaser paid one fourth the purchase money at the 
time of sale, and he had the four succeeding ye" 
in which to pay the residue, but at the end of the 
five years, if the payment was not completed, be 


f 

their hearts, will embitter their spirits against the 
Goverhment and create envy, jealousy, and heart- '| field; and my friends around me, who live in the 
burning against the partakers of your bounty. || Northwest, have seen this feeling nearly every day. 
They will feel that they are tormented with this || A large portion of our population is made up of 


| ies——who are desirous to exchange the shop for the | forfeited the land. It seems to have been prest- 


posed by Congress, that the States had the right 
of taxing this land in the interim; for in every 
case they have required the States, by compach 
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to give up that right. Why ask them to give it | 

if they have no right to tax? Congress have 
sid that during the five years in which the man 
has an uncertain title, a tle to be perfected only 
by final payment, the States should not tax the 
jand; and in order to induce the States not to tax, 
they have held out in succession very large con- 
siderations. The States relinquished, therefore, 
that right of taxation within those five years. 

When a man is upon a portion of the public 
lands with an incipient title, a title which he has 
to perfect, I see no reason in the world why that 
land is not taxable by the State. I believe it is. 
A question might arise—and that question Con- 
gress evidently wished to avoid—as to what effect 
would be produced upon the land itself, ultimately, 
how it might affect the title connected with the 
United States; but that the man may be rightfully 
compelled to pay his share of the public expendi- 
tures during the period of occupation, there can 
be no doubt atall. It seems to me that the man 
can be taxed to the amount which his right is 
worth; and he can be made responsible for its 
payment. The mode in which it is to be collected 
is a subject for consideration for the States. 


Now, then, I repeat there is nothing in the Con- | 


stitution of the United States exempting the public 
land from taxation; and Congress evidently fore- 
saw that, during the five years the lands thus sold 
could have been taxed, and they would have been 
taxed but for the compacts entered into by the 
several States as they came into the Union. I 
repeat that, during the period of five years, when 
the land is thus occupied, there is no reason, in 
justice, equity, or law, why the person occupying 
it should not pay his just proportion, according 
to the value of the property, whatever it may be, 
to the public expenditures of the country where he 
resides. 

Mr. CLAY. I wish to make a single remark, 
in reply to my honorable friend from Michigan, 
and itis one which | think is conclusive of the 
propriety of the position which | occupy, and one 
which I defy the friends of this measure to an- 
swer. Suppose he be correct in his construction 
of the compact between the new States and the 
Federal Government, and I be wrong; and sup- 
pose that this land be subject to taxation from the 
moment it is settled upon and occupied by for- 
eigners, of what avail, | ask, is that to the State 
government, when, by another section of this act, 
you exempt that land from execution in satisfac- 
tion of any debt contracted prior to the issuing of 
the patent? The land cannot be sold to pay the 
taxes. 

Mr.STUART. Mr. President, I had hoped 
that we might get to a vote on this question, and 
I do not think I should have said anything at this 
time, but for the fact that it appears, from the 
remarks which fell from the Senators from Ala- 
bama and South Carolina, that this is only the 
commencement of the discussion on their part, 
and that each of them has a great deal more to 
say. I should be very willing to hear everything 
that is to be said, which touches either the object 
of improving this bill by amendment, or of suffer- 
ing it to be improved by others. And then, after 
it is in such shape as the Senate see fit to proceed 
to vote upon, if gentleman will say all they pro- 
pose to say against the bill or for it, I shall be 
content. 
a wide range, I wish now to say a few words. 
To my mind, sir, the arguments that have been 
used by those two Senators area little remarkable, 
taken in connection with the policy of this Gov- 


ernment in respect to its public lands from the | 
beginning; and though I intend to occupy the at- || 


tention of the Senate for but a few minutes, I will 
seek to show that they have not submitted a single 
proposition that is not applicable now to ever 
particle of the public land of the United States. 


Why, sir, to begin; the lands of the United | 


States are subject to entry by every man who 
chooses to pay ten shillings an acre for them. I 
do not care whether he be a citizen of the United 


States or not; 1 do not care whether he comes | 


reeking from the battle-field, either as a victor or 
a deserter; | do not care whether he comes, to 
use their language, sweating with the stench of a 
prison, @ penitentiary, or a poor-house; I sa 
that the Government of the United States has pro- 
vided that, at ten shilliags an acre, any man, 
woman, or child may purchase the land. 

So much for the purchase of land. Now, let 


But as the discussion has taken rather || 


| me look at the question of preémptions. 
| 1841, there was no |imitation in the policy of this 
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Prior to | 


| Government in respect to who might enter on the | 
| public lands as preémptors. There was no dis- | 


| tinction against foreigners; no distinction against 
criminals; no distinction against inmates of poor- 
houses, or any body else. Any one who would 
| go upon the lands of the United States, and file 
the necessary affidavit, could occupy, by preémp- 
| tion, one hundred and sixty acres of land, and at 
| the end of a year could take it and purchase it. 
| In 1841, for the first time, the policy of the United 
| States was altered, so as to restrict this right of 
| preémption to citizens of the United States, and 
those who had filed their declaration of intention 
| to become such; and so the law stands to-day. | 
| wish to call the attention of Senators particularly 
to this point, because | think there has been 
|a great deal said without sufficient comparison; 
j}and | am undertaking, sir, as you will see, to 
| show the policy of the Government respecting its 
'lands. I say the policy which | have mentioned 
|| is that which prevails to-day im respect to pur- 
| chase, and in respect to preémption. 
| Now, it is proposed, upon some terms or other, 
| and those to be agreed upon, to modify the pro- 
| vision as to price and the time of payment; that is 
jall. { should like to inquire of those two Senators, 
and of others who may take the same view, what 
| reason exists for changing the policy as to persons. 
| If you will sell to everbyody at ten shillings an 
| acre, if you allow everybody to enter by preémp- 
| tion, why not pursue this policy in respect to per- 
|sons? if you reduce the price, and givea credit, 
why not allow everybody to take it upon the same 
| terms? Why should the country be alarmed by 
| the declaration of the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina, that there is an invitation to for- 
| eigners to come here, to possess and control the 
| public lands? Why, sir, they can do it to-day. 
Everything that can be done by a citizen of the 
United States to-day, in respect to the public lands, 
can be done by a foreigner on simply filing an 
oath that he intends to become a citizen. 
Now, does not the sixth section of this bill 
| 
| 
| 


| Maintain this provision? Yes, sir, and couples 
| with it another, that is, that he cannot receive 
| the title from the United States until he actually 
| becomes acitizen. ‘There is an additional restric- 
| tion—a restriction, which, Mr. President, [Mr. 
| Bricut in the chair,] as you know, has no appli- 
|eation in any of our northwestern States. In 
the State of Michigan, any man can hold land, 
| whether he be a citizen or not, and it will descend 
(| to his heirs or representatives at his death, It is 
so in many, | think most, of the northwestern 
States. We have suffered nothing by the policy. 
Novody objects to itin our State. Nobody has 
| seen the suffering resulting from it. But, in this 
| bill, I repeat, there is the additional restriction, 
|| that he cannot receive a ttle until he actually be- 
| comes a citizen of the United States. 

Mr. President, I beg leave to repeat the inquiry, 
whence this alarm? Whence its necessity? Why 
should the tocsin be sounded over a homestead 
bill, that never was sounded over a bill for the 
| the sale of the lands, never over one for taking 
| them by preémption? But because a bill comes 
up at this time, with a new title, to dispose of the 
lands at a new price, and upon different terms of 
payment, thereis a holy horror of foreigners; there 
is an idea, if weare to believe the argument of the 
| Senator from South Carolina, that men who are 
| citizens of the United States do not come reeking 
| from prisons; do not come from the stench of the 
poor-house! Why, sir, that idea will not be 
| borne out in experience. You may search the 
| poor-houses and the prisons, and you will find 
| there as many native Americans as foreigners. 
| There is no such halo thrown around a man be- 
cause he is a citizen of the United States; not at 
| all. 


\| native-born. It will turn out, therefore, that the 
|| facts do not warrant the argument; and | confess, 
sir, I have been a little anxious to call the atten- 
tion of Senators to the facts in the case. 

I have said enough in respect to the policy. I 


| 


ask Senators to find, if they can, in this bill, a 
departure from the policy of the United States in 





| respect to its public lands, which takes away any | 


restriction that hitherto existed. 


He is not necessarily a villain because he is | 
a foreigner, nor an honest man because he isa | 


undertake to use no defiant language, as the Sen- | 
y | ator from Alabama does; but | will respectfully 
| 
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Now, sir, a few words in reference to the bill 
itself. My interpretation of it is like that of the 
Senator from Mississippi. | have no doubt what- 
ever that the right of occupancy terminates with 
the five years. My reasoning is this: All lands 
subject to private entry are on sale to anybody at 
ten shillings an acre. This bill proposes to step 
in and give to an individual the right to interfere 
with that general law, so far as to occupy for five 
years, and actually cultivate it, under the provi- 
sions of this bill; but if, at the end ef the five 
years, he does not, according to the provisions of 
the bill, perfect his title by taking his patent, 
where is his authority to keep the land out of the 
market, and prevent any other man entering it at 
ten shillingsan acre? 1 submit that this is the cor- 
rect view. 

I said in the outset that my object in calling up 
this bill, and asking for itg consideration to a con- 
clusion at this time, was, that the bill might be 
reasonably considered and properly modified, so 
as to carry out the objects intended, and so as to 
meet the sanction of a majority of the Senate. 
if, therefore, the bill is not what its friends say it 
is, amend it. I have been unable to see the wis- 
dom or the policy of contending so strenuously 
against this bill as it is, without any attempt to 
amend it. If there is any question about the right 
of occupancy after five years with an omission to 
perfect the ttle, put in words which will render 
the meaning perfectly clear; say, in so many 
words, that unless the occupant, under the law, 
perfects his title by taking a patent at the end of 
five years, his right of occupation shall cease. 
This is what I think it means now. That, at all 
events, is what it may be made to mean. So of 
this section. A criticism was sprung upon the 
word ‘**now.’’ The Senator from Alabama, a 
day or two since, sought to show that the word 
‘*now’’ did not mean at the passage of the act, 
but would mean at the time the individual makes 
his application to occupy under it. I give it no 
such construction. But how easy is it to avoid 

| all question by simply inserting, instead of the 
word ** now,”’ the words, *‘ at the passage of this 
act?’’ And so of anything else in the bill which 
is susceptible of two interpretations. In fact, | 
do not know that, in the little legislative expe- 
rience which | have had, I have ever seen a bill 
contested like this. Gentlemen do not ask to 
amend it. They do not point out possible dis- 
crepancies in the bill, opportunities for different 
interpretations, and propose to amend so as to 
make it positive and certain; but they content 
themselves with shadowing forth the enormities 
that may spring up underit. Their imaginations 
—and | think they are exceedingly fruitful in in- 
vention—are taxed to the utmost to show you 
what, by possibility, may happen under this bill, 

Well, sir, | suppose it would be possible for all 
the land that is now on private entry in the United 
States, to be taken and occupied by all the vaga- 
bonds in the world; but | do not think it very 
probable; nor should I consider it a very sound 
argument for taking all that land out of the mar- 
ket, simply because this possibility exists in the 
nature of things, and inthe nature of man. Why, 
sir, one would think, from listening to these argu- 
ments, that this was a bill gotten up exclusively to 
invite foreigners to our shores. The Senator from 
South Carolina says that what is precedent to-day 
is prescription to-morrow, and he says, also, that 
there is no disguising it, that the object is now 
to pass a bill which shall permit foreigners who 
are here to-day to take jand, but next year with 
an evident intention of permitting those who may 
come at any time hereafter, to do the same. I do 
not know where he derives that argument from. 
I confess I have no such design myself, and | have 
not heard of any other gentleman whohas. It 
seems to me that in that respect there is hardly 
any soundness in the position. It is very much 
better, I submit, Mr. President, tc argue things as 
they exist, rather than to suppose a condition of 
things, and argue against that. 
| I did not rise, sir, for the purpose of consuming 

| the time of the Senate upon this bill, or upon this 
| proposition, but simply for the purpose of calling 
back, if it lay in my power, the argument to the 
policy of this Government in respect to its public 
|, lands, and to show that, so far as relates to per- 
sos, this bill is more restricted than any other 
one which has ever passed, and to submit again 
j, what I did a few days ago, that Senators should 
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offer their amendments for the purpose of making | 
it as perfect as the subject itself is susceptible of. 

I shall not vote to strike out this section. I do 
not think it is worth while to confine entries under 
this act to native-born citizens. I think thata 
man who is here to-day, *‘ a resident,’’ in thedan- 
guage of the bill, ** of one of the States or Terri- 
tories,’’ may properly enter upon this land and 
cultivate it. And I should liketo inquire, is there 
any gentleman here who has the ability to inform 
me what injury is to happen to the Government 
of the United States, either in respect to its lands, 
or in respeet to its morality, by allowing any man 
now in the country to enter upon one hundred and 
sixty acres of land, and monk upon it, and raise 
produce. Why, sir, we have been taught, from 
the beginning of civilization down to to-day, that 
this was one of the most laudable enterprises that 
could be followed. There is scarcely a philoso- 
pher or a poet who has not sought to show that, 
of all vocations, the cultivation of the soil is best 
ea!culated to make an industrious citizen and an 
honest man. Then, I inquire, what injury can 
possibly take place by allowing any man now in 
the country to enter upon a quarter section of land, 
and work it for five years? I can see none. At 
the end of five years, unless he becomes a citizen 
of the United States, he cannot perfect his title, 
nor further enjoy the occupancy. 

I discover no magical effect in this question of cit- 
izenship. I donot believe that a man is any better 
to-morrow, after having perfected his naturaliza- 
tion and become a citizen, than he is to-day, when 
it is unperfected. Heis thesameman. Hestands 
before the country and his God in the same atti- 
tude. He has the same morality, the same pro- 
pensities, the same inclinations, and the same 
judgment. I therefore see no magic effect about 
it; but if anybody does see it, then I say that per- 
son is satisfied by the provision of this bill; for 
the individual is compelled to become a citizen be- 
fore he can take out a title to the land. 1! hope, 
therefore, the Senate will go on to perfect the 
bill, not to strike out its sections, unless they 
should be stricken out for want of virtue, but im- 
prove it. Attach a price to the land, if you please 
I avowed myself in favor of it the other day— 
a reasonable and proper price; change the terms 
of occupation, if you please; *but I protest here 
to-day against proscribing any class, without 
knowing the men who constitute that class. 

Mr. BUTLER. My friend from Mississippi 
{Mr. Brown] sat down with the remark that I 
was one of the seven, and, therefore, he was grati- 
fied that I stood where I had been throughout, 
both in what | had said, and as I had voted, and 
as I was understood to stand upon the records, in 
favor of what was known as the Clayton amend- 
ment upon the Nebraska bill. 

{ voted for it, | believe, when the bill was re- 
turned here without that amendment. I voted for 
the bill, as I believe my honorable friend from 
Mississippi did also; but with regard to any 
preposition to strike out the provision proposed 
to be struck out by the Clayton amendment, I 
think it probable we did not agree in our votes; 
not but that I agreed in opinion with the Senator. 
I do not know that I voted with him; I think not. 

Mr. BROWN. [have no doubt that my friend 
from South Carolina meant, I know he meant, to 
state the thing exactly as it was. There wasa 
slight misunderstanding, however. There were 
seven of us on the final vote on what was called 
the Clayton amendment, who voted against al- 
lowing foreigners to exercise the rights of suffrage 
and holding office in the Territories, of which 
seven I did not think my friend from South Car- 
olina was one. That was what I alluded to. 

Mr.SEWARD. Mr. President, some four or 
five years ago, when the homestead bill was but 
a shadow thrown over this House, I took that 
early occasion to express my approbation of the 
principles of the system, and to discuss at large 
nll the questions which it then presented. It has 
not been my custom here, ever to repeat unneces- 
sarily arguments which I had taken occasion to 
use in previous instances in support of the same 
policy. I-shall not, therefore, deem it necessar 
to repeat what I have heretofore spoken, on this 
occasion, when I suppose that this great measure, 
which then had so few friends that poe | were 
numbered by the half dozen, is about to becdme | 


} 


the law of the land. I content myself with declaring 
that I shall vote in favor of this bill, in whatever | 


shape it may finally come from the hands of the 
Committee of the Whole, if it retain the great 
leading principle of a homestead law. 

I address myself for a moment to the propo- 
sition which is immediately under consideration, 
the amendment proposed by the honorable and 
distinguished Senator from Delaware, {Mr. Crayr- 
TON.] That amendment proposes substantially 
to strike out that provision of the bill which pro- 
vides that foreigners not naturalized, but candi- 
dates for naturalization, shall participate in this 
distribution of the public lands; and in lieu of that 
provision, substitute one giving a sum of money 
equivalent to the value of the lands to native-born 
mechanics throughout the United States, who 
may not be able to avail themselves, by reason of 
their habits and circumstances of life, of the ben- 
efits which the bill gives generally in the shape of 
lands. Sir, I think the honorable Senator will 
excuse me for saying that the last proposition 
seems to be merely designed to serve as a cover 
for the first, as a pretext by which we may com- 
pensate ourselves for something that we do, in 
striking out the proposition in favor of foreigners. 

Sir, [ cannot go for the pretext. [t is unequal 
and unjust. I know no reason why we should 
give to mechanics money more than to other 
classes of citizens who are not mechanics. I see 
no reason for discriminating between one class of 
the native population and another, any more than 
I see any reason for discriminating between the 
whole foreign class and the whole of the native 
class. It would be impracticable. Mechanics are 
useful men; they are invaluable men; but there are 
other classes who are equally useful. There are the 
sailors, the seamen, the navigators, the fishermen, 
the soldiers, quite as well entitled as the mechanic. 
There are even farmers who could not leave old 
farms in the East to take new farms inthe West. 
I dismiss, therefore, what seems to me to be pro- 
posed merely as a form, and come to the consider- 
ation of the proposition to strike out the provis- 
ion in favor of foreigners. 

I look at this in two lights—one as a measure 
belonging to a general principle, sentiment, or 
policy; that is, the principle of discouraging immi- 
gration into thiscountry. That will be its effect. 
In that respect it is a part, a single measure, of a 
whole system, which is commonly known by the 
name of Native Americanism; that is to say, of 
establishing a preference for native American citi- 
zens over foreigners. | do not know that my 
honorable and distinguished friend meant, by this 
single proposition, to extend his support to the 
general principle; but there are others here who 
have advocated it upon that ground. Now, then, it 
is well enough, if we are going into this principle 
at all, to see where it leads. I have in my hand 
the policy of exclusion of foreigners, or aliens, as 
it is elaborated and drawn out into distinct prop- 
ositions by a journal which represents that class of 
society who support that principle. I find that 
there are sixteen articles in this creed. Here 
they are: 

1. Repeal of all naturalization laws. 

2. None but native Americans for office. 
3. A pure American common school system. 

- War to the hilt on Romanism. 

5 Opposition, first and last, to the formation of military 
companies composed of foreigners. 

6. The advocacy of a sound, healthy, and safe nation 
ality. 


7. Hostility to all papal influences, in whatever form, and 
whatever name. 

8. American institutions and American sentiment. 

9. More stringent and effective emigration laws. 

10. The amplest protection to Protestant interests. 

1l. The doctrines of the revered Washington and his 
compatriots. 


12. The sending back of all foreign paupers landed on our 
shores. 


13. The formation of societies to protect all American ‘| waters of the Hudson with Lake Erie; and since 


interests. 
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| ings 


Nothings.”’ (Laughter. } 


| excuse me from further answerin 


_ Know-Nothings, because of the Know-No 


Mr. DIXON. Does the Senato 


that these are the principles of the 
? , 


r mean lo 8a 


“ee K NX y 
1 ask merely for information. Noth. 


Mr.SEWARD. I know nothing of the “Knog 


Mr. DIXON. If the Senator knows noth 
of the “* Know-Nothings,”’ it seems to me , 
strange that he should pretend here to state = 
the principles of the ** Know-Nothines” o. 
should like him to explain, if he knows o.! 
of the ** Know-Nothings”’ or their j 
how does he read here the princip| 
‘*Know-Nothings?”” (Laughter.] 

Mr. SEWARD. If my excellent frieng th 
honorableSenator from Kentucky, had paid pe 
tion to what I said, he woul! have learned, jp the 
first place, that | said nothing of the « co . 
Nothings.’’ My reason for it is, that { dann 
say nothing of that about which | know nothing 
{Laughter.] Again, the honorable Senato; vi 


; a g his question, 
because it 1s my purpose to say nothing of the 


Nothing 
TINCIDleg, 
©3 Of the 


z hi 
as | have already stated, I know nothing ee 


[Renewed laughter.} I am stating what purports 
to be the creed which comprehends all the articles 
of this principle of opposing foreign immigration 
I need not discriminate here in favor of these prin. 
ciples which are national, these which are jst 
and these which are American. I need not point 
them out, and show which they are. It is suf. 
cient for me to say that, in my judgment, every 
thing is un-American which makes a distinctioy 
of whatever kind, in this country, between the 
native-born American and him whose lot is directed 
to be cast here by an overruling Providence, ang 


‘who renounces his allegiance to a foreign land 


and swears fealty to the country which adopts 
him. 

But, sir, without going further in this line of 
argument, I will state my object in bringing this 
creed before the Senate. It is to show them sim. 
ply this: that although it is a very narrow road, it 
1s also a very long one, that we are entering upon 
when we begin upon this principle of exclusion of 
foreigners. I wish to show that this will be buts 
beginning. Iam sure that we are to stop shortof 
the end somewhere. My idea is to stop at the 
door, to stop at the gate. I have never heard any 
philosophical reason given why there should be 
this exclusion. I am an American citizen. So 
was my father before me. Those who can trace 
their lineage further than 1 can, may be able to 
throw further back into antiquity the period when 
they, by their progenitors, were foreigners and 
aliens. [ cannot certainly carry my genealogy 
back far enough to know whether it was more than 
three generations. 

Why should I exclude the foreigner to-day’ 
He is only what every American citizen, or his 
ancestor was at some time or other. If he be 
an alien, he is, in the course of one, two, three, 
four, or five years, to become what we all are, 
American citizens. Sir, somthing has been said 
about loyalty. I desire to know where and when 
the foreigners, the aliens, in this country, have 
shown less loyalty to this Government and to its 
institutions, than the native citizens? But, sit,! 
shall not pursue that line of argument further. | 


| desire to look at it for one moment as a quet 


14. Eternal enmity to all who attempt to carry out the | 


principles of a foreign church or State. 


our country. ; 
16. And finally, American laws and American legislation, 


and death to all foreign influences, whether in high places 
or low! » 


| mouth, to the 


tion of policy. We are told that we are to dis 
courage foreign immigration. Suppose we hal 
adopted that policy thirty years ago, what woul 
have been the consequence? 

It is now twenty-nine years ago since the sy* 
tem of internal improvement in this country com- 
menced by the construction of the Erie cant 
through the State of New York, uniting the tile 


that time we have perfected five thousand miles 0! 


|| canals, at an expense of $600,000,000, extending 
15. Our country, our whole country, and nothing but || 


our inland ia from the Mississippi, at iu 
udson river at New York, an 


|| thus dispensing altogether with what was one 


Sir, this creed contains just half a dozen true, | 


sound American principles. 


Mr. CHASE. Will the Senator allow me to | 


ask him where he finds this creed ? 
Mr. SEWARD. In the American Crusader. 
Mr.CHASE. Where is it printed? 
Mr. SEWARD. I believe in Boston. I find 
in it a comprehensive view of the principles, some 
of them right, and some of them wrong—— 


the two great national wants at the time of the 


American revolution—the navigation of the S 
| Lawrence. 
whence came the labor that did it? 


How was that done? I mean, from 


I know of but one American citizen who worke! 


_ with the spade and wheel-barrow on those work* 


Doubtless there are many others, but [ know 0m!) 
one, and he, I am glad to say, is now a member 
on this floor, [Mr. Wang, of Ohio,] and one ° 
the most able and talented members. But, # * 
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-eneral fact, the canals were made by aliens in the clusively to the section which is proposed to be 
; of naturalization. What more have we || stricken out. I regret that the Senator from Mich- 
wry We have made sixteen thousand miles of || igac (Mr. Srvarr] is not now in his seat, for the 
ae 1, connecting the different parts of this || remarks which he made have produced in my 
ad — varably together, and thus overcoming || mind a desire to discuss the principles which he 
_ - of centralization, and enabling oarselves || avowed, and to bring them to his attention, and 
oy we with pity and contempt upon the states- || that of the Senate, so that we may understand 
= ag seeks to alarm us into measures of || correctly whether he is right, or whether my hon- 
foubtful merit or value, by threatening us with a || orable friends who preceded me upon the same 
cceaolation of the Union. — What labor made all | side of the question, with myself, are right. 
these railroads? I think it was the labor chiefly || The broad proposition assumed by that Senator 
of foreizners. | is that, according to the present land system of 
‘Now, what I wish to ask, is, whether these || the United States, any foreigner may become the 
roa and canals have cost too little? Suppose urchaser and owner of any land belonging to the 
that the foreigners had remained at home, and Jnited States; consequently he can see no objec- 
\merican native labor had performed this work, || tion, such as has been urged by my, honorable 
can anybody tell what the canals and railroads || friends on my side of the question, to the section 
would have cost ? aie | proposed to be stricken out. Hecan see no objec- 
Again, what has been the diminution of the || tion to giving the public lands to foreigners, be- 
sost of labor among ourselves? [t ranges now || cause he says those foreigners may now become 
from, seventy-five cents to a dollara day. If there || the owners of the lands by purchase. ; 
were no foreign immigration here, and native | { am utterly mistaken, or the honorable Sen- | 
Americans were to perform all this labor, what || ator from Michigan is wrong, in supposing that 
would be its cost? What would have.been the || foreigners can now buy the public domain. | 
condition of the country but for this labor? Sir, || take the State represented by the honorable Sen- 
| think we must take the case as it is. The in- || ator from Mississippi. I take the State of Ala- 
cress of the foreign population into this country || bama, without knowing, however, what may be 
is a fixed and unchangeable fact. It has its cause || the local law of Alabama. I am apprised that 
in the condition of society here, and in the con- || the law of Mississippi is as that of Maryland, 
dition of society in foreign countries. Nothing || that no alien can become the owner of land within 
could prevent the exodus of the population from || the limits of that State. : 
Ireland when they were besieged in their native Mr. CLAY. That is the law of Alabama. 
homes by famine and pestilence. They came Mr. PRATT. Phat is the law of Alabama. 
here in obedience to a law which obliged them to || It possibly is the law of Louisiana. 
come. So it is of those parts of the population Mr. B sNJAMIN. No, it is not. 
of Germany and continental Europe which come Mr. PRATT. It is the law, however, of many 
here. So it is of the population from China, || of the States of the Union in which the public 
which is now flowing in upon the Pacific coast. || lands are located. It is, therefore, Mr. President, 
[t cannot remain at home; It must come here,and || perfectly clear, according to my conception, when 
inasmuch as it must come here, we are to treat-it || in Mississippi, in Alabama, and in other land States 
as if it were justly and wisely here. as they are designated, the law of the State pro- 
Regarding, then, this immigration as to continue, || hibits an alien from becoming the owner of the 
let us see what will be the effect of the measure in | land, that it is wrong to attempt, by this sixth 
question upon the interests of society in that re- | section, to annul the law of the State by making 
spect. The foreign fmmigration pours into the | it competent for an alien to hold land, when under 
cities just as it has hitherto done. When it en- || the State law hecannot hold it. There is no argu- 
ters the gate a discrimination is found to be made || ment necessary, because the avowed object of the 
against it, and in favor of the native Americans. || bill is to give to every alien the power to hold 
The American citizen may go to the western || land within the limits of any State of this Union, 
countries, to the new Territories, and occupy and || where the United States are the possessors of that 
cultivate a farm. (Thealienscannot. Whatthen || land. 
will happen? The American citizen willgo. The | I therefée submit, Mr. President, whether this 
alien must remain. ‘What is to be the effect? Is || section should not be stricken out for the reason 
it not seen at once that it breaks society into two || which | now assign: That we should not bring 
classes, and distributes them, not according to the || the jurisdiction of the Federal Government in con- 
laws of supply and demand, but according to an || flict with the jurisdiction of the States, which will 
arbitrary principle or policy, obliging the foreigner | be undoubtedly done if the bill pass with the sec- 
to remain in our cities, and upon our gtlantic || tion in it. That is one proposition which I desire 
coast, and sending a large share of the native pop- || to submit. 
ulation intothe West. How willthat operate upon || It is argued further, that, under this section, no 
the western portions of the country? Do they not || alien, no foreigner, until he has become natural- 
want laborers? Are they not engaged in.extend- || ized, can become the owner of the land. But, in 
ing and perfecting the system of internal improve- || the first place, Mr. President, although he would 
ments? Do they not want their share of this || notacquire, by patent, theabsolute title tothe land, 
foreign population there? If it is useful to us, is || he is entitled, under the bill, to hold it, not for five 
it not useful to them? Are we through with all || years, as supposed by the Senator from Missis- 
that we have to do in the Atlantic States, so that || sippi, [Mr. Brown,] but as long as he may live; 
we can dispense with foreign labor, and resort to | and after he dies, if it is within one year or one 
the labor of American-born citizens exclusively ? | moment after he goes there—if he comes to this 
Those may come to this conclusion who, in look- || country to-day, and goes upon the land to-mor- 
ing through the different departments of industry || row, carrying his children with him, equally born 
in the cities, believe—wisely and upon well ascer- || foreigners, and he dies, those children, without 
tained facts—that there is a surplus of labor in the ever becoming naturalized, can become, under the 
| 
1} 
| 








different departments of commerce and industry || second section, taken in connection with the sixth, 
in the Atlantic States; but I think they will find || absolute owners in fee, without a patent, of the 
themselves quite mistaken; and that if they send || land which you give by the bill. If the foreigner 
away the alien population, they will find the prices || who removes to your public land dies at any 
of agricultural labor rise to a high advance in: the period, his children, by his death, become the 
Atlantic States, severely injurious to those States; || owners, in fee, of that land; therefore, without 
while a corresponding injury will result to the | being naturalized, they are the owners in fee of the 
western States from the absence of the foreign || land; and if they are under the age of twenty-one, 
labor. || the executors of their father may, for their benefit, 


Sir, it is time I should give the text of this ser- || sell the land in fee to whoever chooses to buy 
mon. Here it is: | it. 


I say, then, Mr. President, that, under this 
section of the bill, the occupancy of the public land 
‘| is not confined, as Senators have contended, to 


“ He (the king of England) has endeavored to prevent the | 
population of these States; for that purpose, obstructing | 
the laws for naturalization of foreigners; refusing to pass 
others to encourage their migration hither, and raising the 
conditions of new appropriations of land®.’’— Declaration 
of Independence. 


Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, it is not my object 
at the present time to enter into a long discussien 
of the merits of this bill. In the few remarks which 


|| persons who are to become citizens; but you are 
|| bringing in direct conflict the jurisdiction of those 
|| States which prohibit aliens from holding. lands, 
with the Federal Government, by giving the right 
to foreigners in States which restrict them from 
|| holding lands. You give to aliens in Mississippi 





| intend to make, I design to confine myself ex- || and Alabama, whose local laws prohibit it, the | 
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| law. 
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right to hold in fee without becoming naturalized, 
or applying to become naturalized. 

But my friend from Delaware (Mr. Crarron]} 
pointed out another discrepancy in this section, to 
which [ wish to call the attention of the Senate. 
If the Senate will look, for one moment, at the 
first section of the bill, they wiil find that, in giving 
the authority to citizers of the United States to 
acquire the title to this land by the occupancy of 
it, it is confined to any free white person who is 
the head of a family. The sixth section, unin- 
tentionally, | have no doubt, substitutes for ‘* free 
white person’? the designation of ‘* any indi- 
vidual.”’ 

Mr. BADGER and Mr.CLAY. That relates 
to foreigners. 

Mr. PRATT. Any individual, who is a for- 
eigner, whether white or black; whether capable 
of becoming a citizen of Alabama, by the local 
law of Alabama, or not; whether capable of be- 
coming a citizen of Mississippi, according to the 
policy of that State, or not, is, by this bill, to be 
authorized to go to Alabama or Mississippi; and 
by merely going upon the land, he becomes actual 
owner, in fee, of the land itself; and if he should 
die, his child becomes owner without any attempt 
to become naturalized. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does it not require natural- 
ization ? 

Mr. PRATT. This does not. 

A Senator. He must file his declaration of 
intention. 

Mr. PRATT. The Senator does not under- 
stand me. I say that, under this bill, any black 
person from Cuba, or from Africa, can go to Mis- 
sissippi or Alabama, and if he should die while 
occupying the land, his children, being aliens 
too, coming with him from Africa or Cuba, be- 
come per se, from the fact of the occupancy of the 
ancestor and his death, the actual owners, in fee, 
of the land. The sixth section, it will be recol- 

lected, puts aliens upon an equal footing with citi- 
zens of the United States. The proviso to the 
second section is, that if this person thus coming 
here is dead, and his heirs shall prove by two cred- 
ible witnesses that ‘‘ they have continued to reside 
upon and cultivate said land, and still reside upon 
the same, and have not alienated the same, or any 
part thereof, then, in such case, they shall be en- 
titled to a patent, asin other cases provided for by 
” And then, again, there is the further pro- 


viso: 


‘‘ And provided further, In case of the death of both 
father and mother, leaving an infant child, or children under 
twenty-one years of age, the right and the fee shall inure 
to the benefit of said intant child or children, and the ex 
ecutor, administrator, or guardian may sell,’? &c. 


So here, in the contingency which I have sug- 
gested, is the absolute transfer, in fee, to an alien 
negro who should emigrate to Mississippi or Ala- 
bama, where, by law, he is not entitled to go at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will my friend allow me to 
interrupt him to enable me, and those who have 
insisted upon the distinction, to be right? By 
the naturalization laws passed in 1793, I thirk, 
or 1794, after the adoption of the Constitution, 
no person can become a citizen of the United 
States unless he is a white person. 

Mr. PRATT. | am not denying that. ° 

Mr. BENJAMIN. But he can make a dec- 
laration. ‘That is all the law requires. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wantto get my friend right. 

Mr. WALKER. [f have no doubt the Senator 
from Maryland intended to read the bill fairly; 
but he certainly has not done so in one particular. 
He has said that it is immaterial if the person 
settling to-day should die to-morrow, his children 
are to become entitled to a patent for the land. 
He certainly has not read the bill, or, if he has, 
he has not correctly read this proviso: 

** Provided, however, That no certificate shall be given or 
patent issued therefor, until the expiration of five years 
from the date of such entry; and if, at the expiration of 
such time, the person making such entry, or, if he be dead, 
his widow, or, in case of her death, his heirs or devisee, 
or, in case of a widow making such entry. her heirs or de 
visee,in case if her death, shall prove by two credible 
witnesses that he, she, or they, have continued to reside 
upon and cultivate said Jand, and still reside upon the 
sane, and have not alienated the same, or any part thereof; 
then, in such case, he, she, or they, shall be entitled to a 
patent, as in other cases provided for by law.”’ 

He will see, then, under that proviso, the chil- 
dren are not to be entitled unless after the expira- 
tion of five years. Then the next proviso is con- 
nected with it by the conjunction “ and”’: 
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* And provided further, In case of the death of both father 
and mother, leaving an infant child or children under 
twenty-one years of age, the right and the fee shalLinure to 
the benefit of said infant child or children, and the execu- 


tor, administrator, or guardian, may, at any time within 


two years alter’’— 
After what? After the five years, and 
« After the death of the surviving parent, and in accord 


ance with the laws of the State in which such children for | 
the time being have their domicile, sell said land for the ben- | 


efit of said infants, but for no other purpose.”’ 


{ only wish to correct the statement of the Sen- 
ator, when he said that if the party died the day 


to the benefits of this act. 


THE 


i] 


| talking about naturalized or native citizens; but I || 


/am talking about citizens of the United States, 


| part against the former? 


recognized by the Constitution of the country as 
citizens. Is there no difference between a citizen of 
the country, owning the soil of the country which 
he is bound to defend, and a foreigner who owes | 
allegiance to another Power, and who, in the 
event of a war between the Government whose 
land he owns and the foreign Government to which 
he owes allegiance, is bound by his oath to take 
I have no intention or 


| desire to make any speech upon this subject; but 
after he had settled, his children would be entitled | 


Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, the broad prop- | 


osition | started to illustrate was, that, under the | 


provisions of the bill,’a person may become an 
owner of lands without being naturalized, or hav- 
ing ever declared his intention to become natural- 
ized, and 1 referred to the proviso in the second 


section for the purpose of showing that I was | 


right. 


The certificate is not to issue until the | 


yarty shall have resided five years upon the land; | 


he is not entitled to his patent; but after ** the ex- || 
piration of such time, the person making such || 


entry, or if he bedead,’’—if he be dead, therefore 
at the expiration of the time— 

Mr. WALK ER. After. 

Mr. PRATT. Well, after—then the children 
are to be entitled. Let me put acase. Suppose A, 
B, and C—A, a foreigner, B and C his children 
under the age of twenty-one—were, under the bill, 


to proceed and take possession of a portion of the || 


public lands; suppose A to live for a twelve- 
month, and then die, and his children continue to 
occupy the land for the residue of the five years; 


my convictions of the true construction of the 
second section, in fee,to the land upon which 
their father had originally entered. 

In reference to the naturalization laws of the 
United States, | was perfectly aware that under 
them none but white persons can become citizens 
of the United States; but this section does not re- 


occupy the land. They are only to make some 
affidavit that it is their desire, their object, their 
intention, to become citizens. That declaration 
entitles them to take possession of the land, and 
having possession of it, under this bill, their chil- 
dren, in the event of their death, at the expiration 
of five years would be entitled to the land in fee, 
without ever applying to become citizens. You 
will see that the second section does not require 
that ihe child, although a foreigner himself, 
although born abroad, shall become naturalized; 
but upon the death of the parent, the child, if 
under twenty-one years of age, is, per se, without 
naturalization, entitled in fee to the land. If -he 
be black or white, there is no necessity for natu- 
ralization. Itis, per se, because he is the child of 
the party who occupied it, that he becomes, under 
this bill, entitled in fee to the land taken posses- 
sion of by the ancestor. 

I cannot accord either, Mr. President, with the 
doctrine of my friend from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,]} 
when he says he can see no difference between 
foreigners and Americans, and that being an 
American citizen does not make a man purer, does 
not change his heart, his mind, or his morality. 
He can see no difference between American citi- 
zens and foreign citizens. Now, sir, we are living, 
I admit, in anew era. We are living in days of 
progress; but I regret that the day has ever come 
when, in the Senate of the United States, and by 
a Senator as respectable as my honorable friend 
who has made the asseveration, it should be de- 
clared, seemingly with the approbation of many 
of those who heard him, that he could see no dis- 
tinction between an American citizen and a for- 
eigner, upon a question of disposing of property 
exclusively belonging to American citizens. 

Sir, this is an electioneering topic. The speeches 
here are made not for our consideration, not to 
have weight with us, but for home consumption. 
I can readily see that in those States where for- 
eigners are allowed to vote and exercise the privi- 
lege of American citizens, their representatives 
here may feel bound to protect them; and their 
own political existence may require that protec- 
tion; but | never can assent to the doctrine that 
there is no distinction between an American citi- 
zen and a foreigner, in giving to one or the other 
a right to own the soil of this Union. I am not 





I submit, as a matter which occursto my mind at 


| the moment, with the impression that it is right, 


but without that consideration or reflection which 


| would enable me to speak on it, whether the for- 


eigner to whom you are about to give these lands 


/can commit treason against the United States? 
| What | understand to be treason is when the citi- 


zen of a Government, owing that Government | 
allegiance, makes waruponit. If the citizenof a 
foreign Government be temporarily here, and that 
Government to which he owes allegiance goes to 
war with the United States, he could be pun- 
ished for treason abroad if he defended this coun- | 


| try against that foretgn Government. 


| enough for the argument then. 


Mr. CASS. 
Mr. PRATT. 


Certainly. 
The Senator admits that. Itis 
That Senator is 


| in favor of giving to the citizens of a foreign Gov- 
| ernment the public lands of the United States, 


when he concedes that the citizens of that Gov- 
ernment, in the event of a war between the foreign 


| Governmentand the United States, would be bound | 
| by their allegiance to the foreign Government to | 





| make war upon our own country. 
they would be entitled, I contend, according to || 


Mr. CASS. Ladmit no such thing. [repudiate | 
it in toto. What I said was, that an Englishman 


| here temporarily, with a view to return, while he 
| is here can commit treason against his Govern- | 
|} ment, 


He has a temporary allegiance here; but | 
if his Government goes to war, he may claim the || 


| privilege of a British citizen, and be a prisoner of || 
| war on parole; bul I did not admit that if he be- | 
quire them to become citizens before they are to || 
| against England. 


comes an American citizen he can commit treason 
We have always opposed that; 
England wanted it admitted; but under every Ad- 
ministration we have opposed it. 


Mr. PRATT. This is the proposition which 


| I desireto submit: Whether a foreigner who owes 
| no allegiance toa Government can commit treason | 
| against that Government? 


As I stated, it is a | 


| proposition which I have not considered; but it || 


| occurred to me at the moment. 


| ment to which he should owe allegiance were. to 


| 
| 


} 
| 
| 
| 


|| as I have alread 


1 doubt very | 
much whether he could be punished for treason | 
at all; and, undoubtedly, if the foreign Govern- 


make war against the United States, although you 
give him possession of a whole county in one of | 
your States, he would not be bound to defend that 
land, but would be bound by his allegiance to the 
other Government to give it up to the foreign | 
potentate to whom his allegiance was due. 
Mr. President, | did not intend to say as much | 
y said upon this subject. I am 
thoroughly convinced, whatever may-be. consid- | 


| ered the policy of this Government in reference 


to the disposition of the public lands, it is un- | 


| doubtedly impolitic (and | say further to my | 


friends from those States where foreigners are now || 


| allowed to vote before they are naturalized, the | 
| time is coming fast when the impression will per- | 


| vade wre 


section of this Union that it is impol- | 
itic, and that it will become unpopular) to give | 
the right, the sacred right, of making the laws of | 
this country to those who do not owe allegiance 
to it. 
Mr. MASON. I move to postpone the further | 


_considetation of the bill until to-morrow, in order | 
| that we may have an Executive session. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. WALKER. I hope that will not be done. » 
It is too late to go into Executive session; and I | 


| desire to submit a few remarks on this subject. | 


Mr. MASON. The Senator may rely upon it, 
that this debate is not going to stop so suddenly. |, 
I shall certainly take part in it. It is now half) 
past three o’clock; but I do not want to detain the | 
Senate long in Executive session. 


16, noes 25. 
The motion to postpone was agreed to—ayes 
23, noes 25. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. WALKER. I move that the Senate ad- || 
journ. 
The motion to adjourn was not agreed to—ayes | 


| 


July 13 
TELEGRAPH TO THE Pacific. 
Mr. BADGER moved to reconsider the Vote b 
which the Senate, yesterday, passed the bill, 
thorizing the construction of a subterranean ln 
of telegraph from the Mississippi or M 188Ouri fj = 
to the Pacific ocean; and the motion wag cee 
on the Journal for future consideration, = 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
On motion by Mr. MASON, the § 
ceeded to the consideration of Executiy 
and, after some time spent therein, the 
reopened, and 
The Senate adjourned. 


enate pro. 
e business. 
doors were 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuorspay, July 13, 1854. 


The House metat eleven o’clock, a.m, P 
by Rev. Henry Suicer. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved 
The SPEAKER appointed Messrs. Royppy, 
and Wuee.er members of the select committe 
under the resolution of the House of Saturday 
last, in place of Messrs. Cuineman and Curnyg 
The SPEAKER laid Lefore the House a ines, 
sage from the President of the United States, ip. 
closing a communication from the Secretary of th. 


rayer 


day 


| Navy respecting the observations of Lieutenan: 


James M. Gillies, of the United States Navy; 

which, with the accompanying document, was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed, 
CHARGES AGAINST JUDGE GRIER, 

Mr. KIDWELL. . [ hold in my hand a very 


important memorial which [ ask the unanimous 


|, consent of the House to allow me to present, fo 


the purpose of reference to the Judiciary Com. 
mittee. 

Mr. HAVEN. I should like to know th 
object of the memorial. 

The memorial was then read by its title, as 
follows: . 


Memorial of the Wheeling and Belmont Bridge 
Company asking foran investigation of the charges 


| preferred against the Hon. R. C. Griér, one of 


the Justices of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

Mr. HOWE. If left to the impulses of my 
own feelings and judgment, I should certainly 
object to the reception of the memorial; but s0 
fully satisfied am | that the distinguished jurist to 
whom it relates would dissuade me from that 
course, could he be consulted, I shall interpose no 
objection. 

The memorial was then received, and referred 


| to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 

Mr. MAY. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to present a memorial, to which I am 
sure no one will object; and I ask that it may be 
read, in order to its reference. It is a memorial 
from the Managers of the Washington Nationa 
Monument Society. 

The memorial was then read by, the Clerk, as 
follows: 

WasHincTron NaTIONAL MONUMENT Orrice, } 
. June 29, 1854.) 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the Unite 
States of America in Congress assembled: 

The memorial of the Board ot Managers of the Wash 
ington National Monument Society respectfully shows: 
That in the year 1833 an association of individuals wis 
formed in this city, for the purpose of raising funds, by 
peals to the patriotism of the people, for the erection 0% 
monument in the national metropolis, to the memory of the 
Father of his Country; that your memorialists and thet 
predecessors, elected managers of the association, have 
gratuitously given their services, at great personal sacrilice, 
to the promotion of its objects ; that they have been et 
abled to raise the proposed monument to the height of one 
hundred and fifty-six feet; that three hundred and thiry 
four feet remain yet to be erected ; that the funds of the 
association are entirely exhausted, and all recent efforts 
the part of your memorialists to obtain funds for comple 
ing the work have proved abortive ; and that your meine 
rialists are unable to devise any plan more likely to sue 
ceed. Under these circumstances, they feel it to be the 
duty to bring to the notice of the Representatives of t* 
States and people of the Union these facts, in order that 
such action may be had on them as to the assembled wit 
dom and patriotism of the nation may seem meet. 
ARCHIBALD HENDERSON, 

lst Vice President. 
ELISHA WHITTLESEY, 
General Agent. 
Joun Carrot BRENT, Secretary. 

Mr. MAY. The House will see that the! 
memorial is its own advocate, and I have not oné 
word to add to it, 
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‘ The SPEAKER. What disposition does the | 
entleman from Maryland desire to make of the 
? 
men AY. Upon conferring with gentlemen | 
of the House, of experience, they have suggested 
to me that it ought to be referred, on account of 
its dignity, to a select committee, and the associa- | 
tions connected with the number thirteen, have 
advised that I shall move a select committee of | 
that number to consider the subject. 
Mr. COBB. I would suggest thirty-one. 
Mr. MAY. The memorial asks no money, | 
but submits the whole subject to the consideration | 


f Congress. . 
een was then taken on Mr. May’s 
motion; and it was avreed to. 

So the memorial was referred to a select com- 
mittee of thirteen. 

JULIA AIKEN. 

Mr. EDMANDS, from the Committee on Pen- | 
sions, reported a bill for the relief of Julia Aiken; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and ordered to be printed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the consideration of House bill No. 392, 
“making appropriations for the repair, preserva- 
tion, and completion of certain public works here- 
tofore commenced under the authority of law,”’ 
reported from the Committee of the Whole onthe 
state of the Union with certain amendments. 

The first amendment was then reported by the 
Clerk, as follows: 

Strike out of the following clause “ for continuing the 
improvement of the navigation of the Ohio, including the 
repair of the dam at Cumberland Island, $90,000,” the | 
words ‘ $90,000,’? and insert in lieu thereof * $190,000, 
100,000 of said sum to be expended in the improvement of 
the said river above the falls. And that so soon as the 
President of the United States is notified by the board of 
president and directors of the Louisville and Portland Canal 
Company that all of the capital stock of said company is 
owned by the United States, and that the said company is 
free from all debts and liabilities, then the President of the 
United States shall be, and he is hereby, authorized and, 
directed to appoint the proper officers to take possession of 
said canal on the part of the United States, and to take 
contro! of the canal and canal property atoresaid, so that 
the same may not fall into decay or obstruct navigation ; 
and the expenses attending the custody and management 
of said canal and canal property shall be paid out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, not 
exceeding the sum of $25,000 per annum; and from and 
after the Ist day of January next, the navigation of said 
canal shall be free from all tolls and charges whatsoever.’ 

Upon this amendment the yeas and ffays had 
been ordered. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I desire to ask the Chair | 
whether, after the House has voted upon the dif- | 
ferent amendments, it would not be in oxder, and | 
competent for the House to vote separately upon | 
each item contained in the bill, if the House de- || 
sires to do so, under the 15lst rule? 

The SPEAKER. Such has been the practice | 
of the House under the rule referred to by the | 
\prag e By that rule it is competent for the | 
{ouse to take a separate vote upon each item of | 
the bill, in its discretion, provided one fifth of the || 
body demand it. 

Mr. HAVEN. I want to submit to the Chair 
whether this is not the precise question which | || 
submitted to the Chair, in reference to the assay | 
office purchase, in the city of New York, in the 
civil and diplomatic bill a few days since? The 
language of the rule which I referred to then, the | 
53d rule, is the same as that of the 151st rule now | 
referred to. The language of both rules is, any 
member may call for, &c., and the Chair then 
decided that to call fora division was a motion, | 
and that it was not competent to submit that motion 
after the previous question had been ordered. The 
Chair will perceive that the language of the two 
rules is precisely the same, and | submit the ques- | 
tions are substantially parallel, and the call is as 
much a motion now as it was then. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs pardon of || 
the gentleman from New York, and hopes he will | 
hear the rule read, and he believes the gentleman | 
will be very well satisfied that he is mistaken in || 


regard to the character of the two rules to which | 
he refers. 
i 


————— a 
1 


The rule was then read, as follows: 


“Upon the engrossment of any bill making appropriations | 
of money for works of internal improvements of any kind | 
or description, it shal! be in the power of any memiber to i 
call for a division of the question, so as to take a separate |) 





|} ment of the bill. 





vote of the House upon each item of improvement or ap- 
propriation contained in said bill, or upon such items sepa- 
rately, and others collectively, as the members making the 
eall may specify; and if one fifth of the members present 
second said call, it shall be the duty of the Speaker to make 
such division of the question, and put them to vote accord- 
ingly.”? 

Mr. LILLY. [I desire to ask a question of 
the Chair. Does the Chair decide this to bea 
bill for internal improvements ? As itis deinied 
all around the House, | desire to have the decision 
of the Chair upon that point. 

The SPEAKER. That may come up asa 
question of order after the amendments are dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. COBB. I would like to know if the amend- 
ment is not divisible ? 

The SPEAKER. Another question is raised 
with regard to the amendment. The Chair will 
state that this rule in reference to internal improve- 
ments has been adopted since he has been a mem- 
ber of the House, and, since its adoption, the 
recollection of the Chair is, that it has been made 
applicable to bills of this description alone. Under 
the spirit of the rule,a separate vote may un- 
doubtedly be had upon each item in the bill. A 
different question, however, now arises. The 
bill has been reported from the Committee of the 
Whole with amendments, and the previous ques- 
tion has been ordered upon its engrossment, and 
the Chair is asked whether an amendment which 
is reported by the Committee of the Whole is 
divisible. The Chair thinks that, under the spirit 
of the rule, the amendment, containing as it does 
more than one item, may be divided, and a sepa- 
rate vote taken upon each item. 

Mr. COBB. then call for a division of the 
amendment, and ask that the vote may be taken 
upon the first portion. I desire to vote for a part 


of the amendment, but not for the whole. 1 in- 
sist upon a division. 
Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I rise to 


another point of order. It may be very true that 
upon the engrossment of the bill this amendment 


may be divided under the rule alluded to by the | 


Chair, but | insist that the amendment must now 
be voted on as a whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that a lit- 
eral construction of the rule would favor the view 
taken by the gentleman from Iliinois. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Under 
think a vote may be twice taken upon these items. 
If a separate vote is taken now, it may again be 
taken upon the engrossment of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the object 
of the rule may be accomplished in either way; 
but, as a matter of convenience, he thinks it would 
be better to have the division now, which would 
preclude the necessity of taking a second vote 
upon the amendment. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I can furnish the Chair 
with precedents, if he desires it, where the vote 
has been taken upon the amendment as a whole 
upon #ts adoption, and divided upon the engross- 
I think that fs the course which 
has been heretofore pursued, and the course con- 
templated by the rule. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt of 


| the correctness of the judgment of the gentleman 


from Illinois. The object of the rule may be ac- 
complished in either way. The only question is 
as to the practice under it. The Chair does not 


| think a matter of principle is involved; for the 
principle of the rule would be carried out ly either | 


course. The technical construction of the rule, 
however, would be in favor of the course pointed 
out by the gentleman—to divide the proposition 
upon the engrossment of the bill, and not upon its 
adoption as an amendment. 

Mr. HAVEN. I have no desire to embarrass 
the question, or to undertake to puzzle the ‘Chair 
or the House, but, if allowed, I should dike to 
make this statement: | understood, the other day, 
when I asked for a division of the question on the 
assay Office proposition 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recollects the 
whole case, and has no doubt of the correctness of 
his decision; but it is not in order now to make 
speeches about it. 

Mr. HAVEN. 1 understood that the decision 
was based on the ground that, inasmuch as the 
previous question was called, it was in the nature 
of a motion to divide, and therefore not in order. 
Now, the 53d rule, under which I sought to do 
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that rule I | 





for a division,”’ 


language to that of the 15Ist rule. 
regard it as a matter of much consequence now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must call ths 
gentieman to order. It is not in order to makea 
speech on that matter at this time. 

Mr. HAVEN. I have no desire to submit a 
speech, or to raise a question of order. I am 
willing to go to voting at once, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it 
would be in accordance with the rule to make a 
division on the engrossment of the bill, if the 
amendment be voted in. 

Mr. COBB. Then if all be voted down, | shall 
lose the benefit of division. I cannot divide now. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman cannot have 
a division now, according to the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. SEWARD. Is the vote now on 
entire amendment, or has it been divided? 

The SPEAKER. The vote is on the entire 
amendment. 

The question was taken on the first amend- 
ment; and it was decided in the affirmative—y eas 
94, nays 58; as follows: . 


the 


YEAS—Messrs. Bennett, Benson, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Caruthers, Chandler, Clark, 
Corwin, Cox, Crocker, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dick, 
Disney, Dunbar, Eastman, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas 
D. Eliot, John M. Elliott, Ellison, English, Everhart, 
Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Florence, Franklin, Giddings, 
Green, Greenwood, Aaron Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Henn, 
Hiester, Hill, Howe, Hughes, Johnson, J. Glancy Jones, 
Kerr, Kidwell, Knox, Kurtz, Latham, Lindsley, McNair, 
Mace, Macy, Matteson, Middleswarth, John G. Miller, 
Morgan, Nichols, Noble, Norton, Modecai Oliver, Parker, 
Preston, Pringle, Ready, David Ritchie, Robbins, Rogers, 
Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Seward, Shannon, Gerrit 
Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor 
L. Stevens, Straub, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Trout, 
Upham, Wade, Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, tsrael 
Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, 
Wheeler, Hendrick B. Wright, Yates, and Zollicoffer—94. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Barka- 
dile, Barry, Beicher, Boyce, Caskie, Chrisman, Cobb, 
Colquitt, Craige, John G. Davis, Eddy, Geode, Grow, 
Sampson W. Harris, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, Hibbard, 
Hil:yer, Houston, Daniel T. Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, 
Kittredge, Lamb, Letcher, Lilly, MeQueen, Maurice, 
Maxwell, Mayall, Morrison, Murray, Olds, Andrew Oliver, 
Orr, Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, 
Powell, Pratt, Puryear, Reese, Rowe, Ruffin, Shower, 
Skelton. Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Willem R. 
Smith, George W. Smyth, Stratton, John J. Taylor, Van- 
sant, Walsh, and Daniel B. Wright—S8. 


So the amendment was adopted. 


Mr. PRESTON. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was adopted, and that that motion be 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. COBB. What becomes of my application 
for a division? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will not lose 
any of his rights by the motion. 

The question was taken, and the motien to re- 
consider the vote by which the first amendment 
was adopted was laid upon the table. 


Second amendment: 


Add to the following paragraph of the bill: “or con- 
tinuing the improvement of the navigation of Tennessee 
river, $35,000,’ the words: 


Provided, That such part of said sum may be expended 
below Kelly’s ferry, on said river, as the Secretary of War 
may direct. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Third amendment: 


Add to the following paragraph: “ For continuing the 
improvement of the navigation of the Arkansas river, 
$40,000," the following proviso : 


Provided, That the joint resolution, entitled “ A resole- 
tion explanatory of the act appropriating money for the 
removal of the raftin Red river,’’ approved January"27th, 
1853, be, and is hereby, repealed, and the Seertary of the 
Department of War be directed to expend the appropriation 
in reference to Red river raft in such way, and for such 
purposes, as he may approve, having in view the improve 
ment of the navigation of Red river in and around the said 
raft. 

The Speaker put the question on the amend- 
ment, and decided that it was adopted. : 

Mr. SAGE. I wanta division of the House on 
that amendment. Thegentleman from Louisiana, 
[Mr. Jones,] on whose motion it was ingrafted on 
the bill, | perceive, voted to lay the bill upon the 
table,and | hope, under the circumstances,the 
friends of this measure will vote the amendment 
down. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I appeal to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Sace| to withdraw his 
objection to the amendment. Had it not been 


that, uses the words that ‘‘any member may cail |) offered by the gentleman from Louisiana, | myself 
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should have submitted it for the adoption of the 
House. : 
Mr.SAGE. The gentleman from Arkansas is 
a friend of the bill, and on his statement I with- 
draw my demand for a division. 
The SPEAKER. The demand for a division 


is now too late. The gentleman from New York 
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Pending the call of the roll, 
Mr. FRANKLIN. I wasnotin the Hall when 


B 


E. 


'' House that the Senate bill, for the 








___Suly 13. 


relief of 8 


_vanus Culver, reported by the C yl 


|| my name was called; but I would like to be per- || Private Land Claims, and ordered ome 


{[Mr. Wueerer] did demand a division in time, | 


but subsequently withdrew it. 

Mr. WHEELER. It was under the impres- 
sion that the Chair decided the amendment was 
rejected that I withdrew my demand fora division. 

So the third amendment was adopted. 


Fourth amendment: 


Strike the following paragraph from the bill 

For continuing the improvement of the navigation of 
Cape Fear river, at and below Wilmington, North Caro 
lina, @50,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Fifth amendment: 


In section two, strike out the first, second, third, fourth, 
fifth, sixth, seventh, and eighth lines, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following : 

Seo. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
War, before expending any part of the money herein ap 
propriated, shall, in such cases as he may think the public 
interests require it, cause a reéxamination and resurvey. of 
the public works hereby appropriated for ; and he is hereby 
authorized to modify the present plan, if, in his opinion, 
the public interests will be materially benefited thereby ; 
and the money appropriated by this act shall be so applied 
as to complete or make the nearest approximation to com 
pleting the work, for which each specific appropriation is 
made ; and it shall be the duty of the said Secretary, at the 
earliest practicable time, to report to Congress the result of 
any such resurvey with the plan. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Sixth amendment: 

Add following proviso to the end of the bill 

And provided, ‘That all persons intrusted with the dis 
bursement of the fundsappropriated for the works named in 


this bill, shall be required to give bond and ample security 
for the faithful application of the same. 


Mr. MATTESON. 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and also, that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 

The bill being engrossed, was then read a third 
time. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I now move the pre- 
vious question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put, viz: ‘* Shall 
the bill pass ?’’ 


Mr. WALSH. 


On that amendment I| ask 


On that I call for the yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 96, nays 76; as 
follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Ball, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Bugg, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Caruthers, Chamberlain, Chandler, 
Churchwell, Clark, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, Cumming, Cut- 
ting, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dick, Disney, Dunbar, East- 
man, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmands, Thomas D. Eliot, Elli- 
von, English, Mwing, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Florence, 
Giddings, Green, Greenwood, Aaron Harlan, Harrison, 
paren, Henn, Hiester, Hill, Howe, Hughes, Johnson, Kerr, 

nox, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, Mace, Macy, Matteson, 
Middieswarth, John G. Miller, Morgan, Nichols, Noble, 
Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Pennington, Preston, 
Pringle, Ready, David Ritchie, Rogers, Russell, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Seward, Seymour, Shannon, Shower, Gerrit 
Smith, Samuel A. Smith, Sollers, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Hestor L. Stevens, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Trout, Up- 
nam, Vansant, Wade, Walley, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, 
Wheeler, Yates, and Zollicoffer—96. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bocock, Boyce, 
Breckinridge, Bridges, Caskie, Chrisman, Clingman, Cobb, 
Colguitt, Craige, John G. Davis, Dowdell, Edmundson, 
John M. Elliott, Goode, Grow, Sampson W. Harris, Wiley 
F. Harris, Hastings, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Daniel T. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, 
Kitiredge, Kurtz, Lamb, Letcher, Lilly, McNair, Mc- 
Queen, Maurice, Maxwell, May, Mayall, Millson, Morri- 
som, Murray, Olds, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Packer, Bishop 
Perkins, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, 


Puryear, Reese, Rowe, Ruffin, Skelton, William Smith, | 


William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Stratton, Straub, John J. Taylor, Vail, Walsh, West- 
ro Witte, Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright 


So the bill was passed. 


mitted to vote in the affirmative. 

Objected to. 

Mr. BANKS. I was not in the Hall when my 
name was called; but I desire, if the privilege be 
allowed me, to vote in favor of the passage of the 
bill. 

Objected to. 

Mr. BLISS. I desire the privilege of the 
House to vote on the question. By an accident 
of an extraordinary character I was delayed in 
getting here in time to record my vote when my 
name was called. I now ask the privilege of 
doing so. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I object to any member 
voting, unless he votes regularly under the rule. 


Mr. BLISS. I must say that I would not take || 


any advantage of a gentleman in such a case. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. During my time in this 
body I have never known an instance where such 
a privilege has been allowed. 

Mr. BLISS. Then I want to say that, had | 
been present, | would have recorded my vote in 
the affirmative. 

Mr. BAYLY,of Virginia. And if I had been 
in the Hall when my name was called, | would 
have recorded my vote in the negative. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also, that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The question being on the latter motion, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, called for the yeas 
and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative, yeas 101, nays 71; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ball, Banks, Bennett, Benson, Ben- 
ton, Bliss, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Caruthers, Cham- 
berlain, Chandler, Churchwell, Clark, Corwin Cox, Crock- 


er, Cumming, Cutting, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dick, 
Disney, Dunbar, Eastman, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmands, 


Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, English, Ewing,-Farley, Fenton, © 


Flagler, Florence, Franklin, Giddings, Green, Greenwood, 
Aaron Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Henn,Hiester, Hill, Howe, 
Hughes, Johnson, Kerr, Knox, Latham, Lindley, Linds- 
ley, Macdonald, Mace, Macy, Matteson, Middleswarth, 
John G. Miller, Morgan, Nichols, Noble, Norton, Mordecai 
Oliver, Parker, Peckham, Pennington, Preston, Pringle, 


Ready, David Ritchie, Rogers, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, | 


Seward, Seymour, Shannon, Shower, Gerrit Smith, Sam 
uel A. Smith, Sollers, Frederick P. Stanton, Hestor L. 
Stevens, Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Thurston, Trout, 
Upham, Vansant, Wade, Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Wells, John Wentworth, Tappan Went- 
worth, Wheeler, Yates, and Zollicoffer—101. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, Ashe, Thomas H. Bayly, Barksdale, Barry, 
Belcher, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Caskie, 
Chrisman, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, Craige, Curtis, John 
G. Davis, Dowdell, Edmundson, Grow, Sampson W. Har 


ris, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, || 


Daniel T. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, Kit- 
tredge, Kurtz, Lamb, Letcher, Lilly, McNair, McQueen, 
Maurice, Maxwell, Mayall, Millson, Morrison, Murray, 
Olds, Orr, Packer, John Perkins, Phelps, Powell, Pratt, 
Reese, Rowe, Ruffin, Shaw, Skelton, William Smith, 
William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Richard H. Stanton, 
Stratton, Straub, John J. Taylor, Vail, Walsh, Witte, 
Daniel B, Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—7}. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
House be suspended, and that the House do now 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 


THOMAS CROWN. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before that question is 
ut, I desire to ask the unanimous consent of the 
louse to have Senate bill No. 326 withdrawn 

from the table, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

The bill was read a first and second time by its 

title, as follows, and was so referred: 

An act for the relief of Thomas Crown. 


COINAGE. 

Mr. PHELPS. 1 ask the unanimous consent 
of the House that the bill relating to the coinage 
be taken up, and referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 
coinage a gold pieces. 

Mr. ORR. I object. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 


private bills to-morrow. 


SYLVANUS CULVER. 
Mr. HILLYER. 


I move thatthe rules of the | 


It isa bill authorizing the | 


‘ _I am anxious to go into 
committee, in order, if possible, to get through 
the Army bill to-day, so as rot to interfere with || 


to |i 
table, may be recommitted to the omen 
important information has been communicated 
me in relation to the claim, which may alter . 
judgment of the committee. the 
No objection being made, the bill w 
ingly recommitted to the Committee 
Land Claims. 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Hy 
ToNn’s motion; ahd it was agreed to. ” 
The House a resolved itself into th 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Wrieurt, of Pennsylvania, in he 
chair. ) : 


88 Accord. 
On Privat, 


ARMY BILL. 


TheCHAIRMAN. The first bill in order upon 
the Calendar, is House bill (No. 95) making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1855. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is the bill I desire to 
have considered first. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I ask my friend from Ajy. 
bama, if there is not some other appropriation }jjj 
which can be taken up and disposed of to-day, 
instead of the Army bill? My cettecrne, [Mr 
FauLKNER,] the acting chairman of the Committe: 
on Military Affairs, was and is desirous of bein 
here when this appropriation bill shall be taker 
up. He was under the impression that the cop. 
sideration of the river and harbor bill would cop. 
sume much longer time than it has. Hence he 
is not here to-day, but will be back very soon, 
If the post office bill or the Indian appropriation 

bill can be taken up to day, I hope it will be done. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. The post office bill woul 
| not consume ten minutes. And as to the Indian 
bill, | am not oe to take that up now. 
There is no other bill except this which 1 can take 
up this morning, and I told the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. FautKner] that at the first moment 
I could do so I should insist on taking up this bill 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. T* gentle. 
| man alluded to by my friend [Mr. Bococ] js 
' Mr. Fauckner, who has charge of the matters 
which relate to the Army, and I received a letter 
from him last night, stating that it was impossible 
for him to get here to-day, and that he could not 
be here for a day or two. As there is other busi- 
ness which can be taken up, I .hope the House 
will gratify the gentleman so far as to take up 
some otler bill, and postpone the consideration of 
this one. I move that the bill be laid aside forthe 
present. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the first reading 
of the bill be dispensed with, so that it may im- 
mediately receive its second reading, and be open 
to amendment. 

The motion was not agreed to; and the bill was 
accordingly read the first time in extenso. 

The Clerk then proceeded to read the bill by 
paragraphs for amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [ offer the following ament: 
ment: 

In line twenty-three strike out ‘* $555,727 70,” and insert 


in lieu thereof, ‘* $480,359 38,’’ so as to make the claus 
read : 


For clothing for the Army, camp and garrison equipag? 
and horse equipments, $480,359 38. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


When the following clause was read: 

“‘For the various expenditures required for the first a04 
second regiments of dragoons, the companies of light art! 
lery, the regiment of mounted riflemen, and such: companiet 
of infantry as may be mounted, viz: the purchase of travel 
ing forges, blacksmiths’ and shoeing tools, horse and mult 
shoes, iron and steel for shoeing, Lire of veterinary su! 
geons, purchase of medicines for horses and mules, shot- 
ing horses of mounted corps, and repairing dragoon and “ft 
equipments, $300,000,” 


Mr. HOUSTON moved to amend the same, by 
inserting after the word “ viz’’ the words “ horse 
equipments;”’ and also, by striking out the worls 
_ thousand dollars,’’ and inserting in lieu thereof 
‘$75,368 32.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
When the following clause was read: 
‘For the purchase of horses required for the first and see- 


|| ond regiments of dragoons, the companies of light artller), 
and the regiment of mounted riflemen, $150,000,” 


Mr. McMULLIN said: I desire to know 0 


1 ask the consent of the | the chairman of the Committee of Ways # 


